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'' I must protest a^^st sach a course of proceeding. Instead of treating 

the accused party in the ordinary way, you treat him differently ! Mb. Sbtmoub is 
treated as a party against whom everything is to be presumed, and who Ssf to prove 
his exculpation I " — Speech ofHiSL Lush, Q.C., before the Benchers, 



" I have risen unsolicited to second Mb, Sbtmoub's Amendment, on this 

simple and obvious ground, that to receive and print that Report, before Mb. 
Sbymoub's defence has been closed, and without the whole evidence being before us, 
is opposed to the ordinary principles of justice!** — Speech of Mb. Fobstth, Q.C., 
before the Northern Circuit* 



tnhn : 



PBINTBD BY W. H. COX, 
5, GREAT QUEBN STREET, LINGOOTS INK FIELDS, W. C 



1862. 



IV 



CONTENTS. 



PAGE 

jyirs. Seymour ..... 181 

Mr. E. N. Hudson .184 

Mr. H. T. Eagar ..... 189 

Mr. J. Holmes ..... 192 

Mr. E. Halswell ..... 197 

Mr. J. J. Wright . . . .198 

Letter to Mr. Woollett, 71^ June, 1858 . . .201 

Letter to Mr. Parker, 8th June .... 202 
Mr. James Simkins ..... 204 

Letter to Messrs. Linklater and Hackwood . . . 204 

Extracts from their Diaries for 1858 . . . 205 

Prospectus of the original company to vfork the printing patents 207 
Mr. Seymour's Summing up . . . . 208 

Mr. Lush*s Speech ...... 217 



Brown's Cass. 

Evidence of Mr. Brown in Support 
The Letter to Mr. Brown 
The Explanation by Mr. Seymour . 
Mr. Lush's Observations 
Judgment of the Benchers 
Protest and Beply of Mr. Seymour 



239 
239 
240 
240 
243 
244 



Proceedings of the Northern Circuit Committee 
Letter to the Junior, of 8th March, 1862 
Beport to the Circuit 
Mr. Seymour's reply thereto 



251 
259 
260 
260 



INTRODUCTION. 



The following pages contain a Beport of the Proceedings before 
the Middle Temple Benchers, in " Robertson's/' " Parker's," and 
" Brown's" Cases. 

" Coutts's Case" is omitted, because, as to it, the Benchers pro- 
nounced an unqualified acquittal 

"Robertson's Case" is placed first, because it is first in point 
of time — ^first as regards the gravity of the charge — ^and was 
taken first by Mr. Lush in his address before the Benchers. 

To reduce into consecutive and intelligible order, the evidence 
in these cases, which are intermixed in the Benchers' printed 
Beport in extraordinary confusion, it has been absolutely neces- 
sary to omit some incidental discussions, and remai'ks which have 
no real bearing on the merits of the inquiry. Corrections, too, 
have been made of statements, dates, &a which form glaring 
errors in their Beport Allusions which would give needless 
pain to individuals, really not interested, are omitted ; and names 
are, as far as possible, indicated by initial letters. 

If, in this editorial process, anything has been done to mislead 
the reader, or vary the honest eflfect of the evidence, there is an 
obvious remedy. The Benchers can publish the whole proceed- 
ings—only let it be, in truth, the wholr 

The narrative of the "sayings and doings" of the Northern 
Circuit Committee is necessarily condensed. But they, too, have 

their remedy. Let them appeal — ^as from the first Mr. Seymour 
has done — ^TO the Public ! 

Mr. Walsh, the shorthand writer, has taken full and accurate 
notes ; " The Junior," has a record of what took place at York 
and Liverpool The Committee can publish them. 

b 
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of the Tvme8i it will appear that, even in the warmth of his 
roused and indignant feelings, no such expression ever escaped 
his lips! The only words which he used in referring to or 
characterizing the " Judgment" were these : " To them mainly," 
(alluding to some of the Benchers,) " I believe I owe at last the 
verdict which even ray interrogator will not deny has been 
given in my favour/^ 

Surely this was very far from parading it as an ''honourable 
acquittal 1" 

Mr. Seymour has also been represented as having complained 
of the non-publication of the " Judgment" But what he said 
was this : " I have no objection on earth, if it pleases those who 
were my judges, to the publication to the world of eV£RTTH1NG 
which took place before them/' 

The "Judgment" is very far from being "everything," and its 
publication alone, and imaccompanied by the evidence on which 
it professes to be based, was without Mr. Seymour's authority, 
and remains a signal departure from every legal or constitutional 
precedent. 

A secret tribunal that sits " in camerd" and then steps forth, 
in a fit of ill-humour, to " screen '' its judgment, is bound, when 
challenged to do so, to " screen" the evidence too. The conduct 
of the Benchers, in Mr. Seymour's Case, will, it is hoped, hasten 
the arrival of the inevitable day when " Parliament Chamber," 
as well as " Star Chamber," inquisitions shall no more be held, 
and when privileged libels shall no more disfigure the " screen" 
of a Temple Dining Hall ! 



MR SEYMOURS "REAL ACCUSERS." 

In his speech at Southampton, Mr. Seymour expressed himself 
as follows : — 

"Gentlemen, — I will tell you the high crimes and misdemeanors, 
which formed the principal points of the recent inquiry. It was my mis- 
fortune — or, if my interrogator likes, it was my fault and error in judg- 
ment — to accept, many years since, at the height of the gold-mining fever, 
the chair of a public company, and, led on from that, to connect myself 
more or less with other speculations in London. Gentlemen, the charges 
as they are called, which were brought against me, arose out of matters 
the youngest of which is some seven years old, and others dated back to 
nine or ten years ago. (Loud cries of * Shame !' and * id ear, hear.'^ The 
men who instigated these charges never showed their faces — my real 
AOCUSBES never appeared — but, beginning with the efforts of a feto indivi- 
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X IKTBODUOnON. 

own better judgment and sense of what was due, not only to Mr. 
Seymour, but to himaelf, to be overruled by certain malignant 
influences that evidently exercise over him a sinister power, 
which will be eaaUy recognized in the following pages ; but who 
will say, after a perusal of the foregoing, that Mr. Parker was 
the prime mover or the "real accuser" in Parker's Casel 

Who then were informed of the facta, so as to have it in their 
power to plan the attack on Mr. Seymour ? 

The following is an extract £rom the evidence given before the 
Committee by Mr. John Woollett, Bamater-at-Law, now of the 
Home, but previously of the Northern, Circuit : — 

" Mr. Welch * (to Mr. WiMillett) : Did you mention this tr&nsaction to an; 
brother barrister or other person 1 
" Certainly. 
" How long ago 1 
" Since the occasion I have mentioned it to several. 



" Did you mention it to any one on our Circuit 1 

" Yea ; I mentioned it to Mr. Price (Q.C.). 

" How long since 1 

•' About five or six months tkgo. 

"Who -was present At the time 1 

"Mr. Knowlea(Q.C.). 

" What waa the conversation ) 

" I was questioned about it : some qaeation was put, and I then told pretty 
well the same story I have told you now ; and I always felt, wheoever I 
was questioned, I was bound to state what took place. 

" Wai tkat after Mr. Seymour got silk ? 

"YES, IMMEDIATELY AFTEKWARD8. It was in consequence of 
a conversation with Mr. Knowles, at Guildhall. He said, 'Would you 
object to mention this to any committee, or to the Benchers V I said, 
' Certainly not.' But I should tell you, previous to that I had mentioned 
it to Serjeant Manning, in consequence o£ an application tor a coif.t 

" Mr. Temple : Do you say it was since he got a silk gown ) 

YEa I mentioned it to Mr. Price and Mr. Knowles after he had a silk 
gown 4 

* * * * * » • 

Mr. Welch : Allow me to ask you further, have you had any other con- 
versation with either of those gentlemen since you first mentioned it to 
theml 

" Mr. Price and Mr. Knowles 1 



<B Eepor 

now turns out that, behind Mr. Sej'mouT's back, an unseen Land struck 
:liaracter the moment he applied for profcssiODal rank ! 
r. Knowles, Q.C. (Northern Circuit), is himself a Middle Temple Bencher. 
ice, Q. C. (Nortbem Circuit), got hie silk gova at the same time as Mr. 
ir. Comment ia unnecessary. 
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" Upon my word, I have a difficulty in recollecting if I had. I do not 
remember having but that one conversation with Mr. Knowles. I may 
have mentioned it more than once to Mr. Price. Certainly not lately, 

*^ Both before and after he got silk ? 

"Yes, certainly to Mr. Price. I mentioned it to Mr. Otter, too, I re- 
member. 

'^ Mr. Temple : How long is that since ? • 

^ Some gonsidsrable time ago. In fact, I think I mentioned it also 
to a gentleman in this room — Mr. Liddell — some time ago. 

" Mr. Welch : At the same time ? 

" I cannot say, but I think I have mentioned it more than once. * ♦ 
I cannot help saying this — I ought to say this — that if Mr. Seymour 
had paid the money, I should certainly not nave said a word about it ! I 
should have felt that my part was perpormed ! ! !"* 

Has it then come to this ! Facts which were treated as in- 
difierent, which were not even noticed, five, six, or seven years 
ago, swell into gigantic proportions to-day, and supply the 
poisoned edge for a thousand slanders ! Can a junior barrister 
do, with impunity, the act which is regarded retrospectively as a 
crime the moment he becomes a leader ! Is the honour of a stuflF 
gown more daer to certain learned gentlemen than the honour of 
silk! or, has the glistening robe kindled into life their long 
donnant sense of personal honour and professional propriety ! 

Secondly, " Robertson's Case." Captain G. A. Robertson — once 
Mr. Seymour's friend — never the author of, or party to, the 
imputations made against him, has been in his grave for nearly 
eight long years ! His name is now used to point a cruel charge, 
and words which his own handwriting proves to be false, 
are put into his- mouth upon his deathbed ! 

To couple Captain Robertson s name with Robertson's Case is 
unjust to the gallant dead as well as to the innocent living ! 

Who then are they, who, to destroy the character of the one, 
disturb the ashes of the other I 

Mr. G. B. Lefroy was the only witness called against Mr. 
Seymour in this case. He is giving his evidence at page 9, post. 

" Mr. Lefroy : Some time after this, my brother asked me, ' Do you 
recollect * 

[Mr. Lefroy paused. He felt he had made a discovery, and 
checked himself ! Was he going to admit that his brother had 
asked him to recall what he could of "Robertson's Case'* to 
found a charge against Mr. Seymour ?] 

* Mr. Woollett's portrait, as painted by himself, is surely a strange one ! 
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Jm INTRODUCTIOK. 

''Mr. Seymour: Oh I Ib your brother a member of the Northern 
drcnit? 

" Mr. Lefroy : Yes. 

'' Mr. Seymour : Oh ! that acoounts for all this ! How long is it ago 
since he spoie to you kut about it f 

« (No Answer.) 

^ Mr. Se3rmoTir : Are yon aware that he is a particular friend of Mr. 
Overend, Q.C. ? 

«Yes. 

«Mr. Seymour : And Mr. Price, Q.C. ? 

^ Mr. Lefroy : Oh ! yes ; we were at school together. 

'' Mr. Seymour : I was struck by the coincidence !" 

Why did Mr. G. B. Lefroy vouchsafe " no answer," to the above 
simple question ? 

Meanwhile, and till that question is answered, Mr. Seymour 
persists in saying that in '' Bobertson's Case," as well as in 
Parker's, his "real accusers" never appeared ! 

Thirdly, " CovMs'a Case:' 

This wa^ "a ca^," without evidence! A serious charge 
enough, but not a particle of foundation to support it — an insi- 
nuation of guilt met by a demonstration of innocence ! 

There was, however, a dignity and importance given to it by 
the flourish of Messrs. Coutts*s name ; and the obvious suggestion 
that it was at their instance, or with their sanction, that the in- 
vestigation took place. 

Mr. Seymour at once appealed to Messr& Coutts, to know if 
this could possibly be true, and the following letter from that 
distinguished firm, which is printed in the Benchers' Beport, 
sufficiently proves that they are not his '' real accusers.'' 

" 59, Strand, W.C., June 26th, 1861. 
^'Sir, — ^We are favoured with your letter of this date, and we have no 
hesitation in assuring you that wb abb in no wat parties to the ikquirt 
TO which tou befbb. * * ♦ ♦ 

« We are, Sir, 
^ Your most obedient Servants, 

" Coutts and Co." 

Who, then, if not Coutts and Co. set " Coutts's Case," on foot ? 

In 1857, Mr. Seymour went down to the York Assizes. On 
entering the Bobing Boom he was struck by seeing the Mining 
Journal (a paper not particularly interesting to lawyers), myste- 
riously jpassing from hand to hand among his " learned friends.'^ 
He afterwards saw a copy in Court in the hands of an Attorney, 
whose attention was guided by a hand, in the blackest ink, 
\ pointing to a paragraph in that paper, which contained a 

N 
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XIV INTBODXJCnOK, 

the acts complained of were known to, and yet unnoticed for 
years by, many members of the Bar, and especially by those of 
the Northern Circuit, the fidr position for an impartial mind to 
take is^ that they are PBESUMPnvELY fai^e ! 

Mr. Seymour further contends, that those members of the Bar 
who knew of certain charges from hostile sources, without the 
explanations which Mr. Seymour could supply, who yet nursed 
the information in their breasts till Mr. Seymour attained a 
position when the very inquiry would be sure to prejudice him, 
and then set these scandals afloat in order to have a pretext for 
an investigation, are ten times HOBE guiltt than, upon any 
supposition, he can be, of conduct unworthy of barristers and 
gentlemen ! 

Mr. Seymour further contends that his case ought to form a 
warning example to all ages of the bar, of the enormous injustice 
of instituting inquiries affecting character years after the date (A 
the alleged offences^ 

The loss of material witnesses in his case^ from death or 
absence abroad, is most remarkable. 



In Parker's case : — 






Mr. Harrison Chilton 


• V • 


dead. 


Mr. Henry Lowth 


• •• 


dead,. 


Mr. H. E. Crofton 


• •• 


dead. 


CoL M 


• •• 


abroad. 


Mr. Qoodall 


»•• 


abroad. 


In Bobertson and Coutts's Qbuso : — 






Captain Bobertson ••• 


• •• 


dead. 


Major Bead 


• •• 


dead. 


Mr. Banfield 


• • • 


dead. 


Mr. Brown (Price A Brown) 


dead. 


Mr. Cannon 


• • . 


dead. 


Mr. Cotterill 


• • • 


dead. 


Mr.M 


• •• 


abroad 


&G; &C. 


&c. 





Every one of these could have given material evidence for 
Mr. Seymour a few years ago ! 
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INTEODUCTION. XV 

THE TRIBUNAL. 

Mr. Seymour Vould rather leave the task to others, or to him- 
self at some other time, of expatiating on this subject. 

There are, however, a few £Etcts which strike at the root of 
such a tribunal 

Its sittings are secret. 

Its sittings are uncertain. 

Its sittings are generaUy after dinner. 

Its members are irregular in attendance. 

Its membera are irregular in number. 

The accused cannot nominate any, or challenge any. 

If members of his own Circuit are his " real accusers," members 
of his own Curcuit sit to try himl 

If his elevation to a silk gown has excited jealousy, Queen's 
Counsel of his own standing sit to try him 1 

If he has given political offence, political opponents sit to 
try him! 

The worst, perhaps, remains : 

Three masters of the Bench are appointed to "prosecute." 
They undertake the office with all the zeal of advocates at Nisi 
Privs. They help hostile witnesses with leading questions and 
perpetual suggestions, and press the witnesses for the accused 
with unexpected rigour, and sometimes with singular severity. 

During Fifteen Meetings, and over a period of eight months, 
they act as PBOSECUTOBS, and then, lo I — Harlequin waves his 
wand — and they deliberate and decide — ^AS judges I 



MODE OF INQUIRY. 

The' following pages exhibit the most extraordinary violation, 
by lawyers, on the trial of a lawyer, of the elementary principles 
of law. Entries in Solicitor's books of a dead man's conversation 
— ^notes of remarks made between the Solicitor and a friend of 
the deceased— contents of documents which are not produced, 
and statements of persons who are not called — ''thoughts,^' 
"motives," "understandings," "impressions," "threats," — all are 
freely admitted in support of the various charges. 

The reading of Colonel Kobertson's letter must for ever reflect 
disgrace on the tribunal which admitted it ! Mr. Seymour con- 
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seated to its being read imder the iiniwecBKn) that it was addressed 
to the Bench ; but even his conaent, however ajwolate, in igno- 
rance of its contente, was no justification for its productioa 

As well may it be lu^^ed that because Mr. Seymour, on one 
occasion, consented to the Inquiry going on without a quorum of 
Benchers, rather than prolong the agony of his Bufferings, he, 
therefore, has no right now to complain that the Benchers at- 
tended 80 insularly that tbey had to appeal to the indulgence 
of the accused, to give them jurisdiction to try bim I 

Confidential letters are referred to most unfiurly, and instantly 
"the managerB" press for their production — Even Mrs. Seymour's 
evidence is objected to till Mr. Seymour consents that her private 
letters to Mr. Woollett shall be produced; and, when be does 
consent, there is not one forthcoming I 

The following is a fair speinmen of the mode in which witnesses 
'for the prosecution," were examined: Mr. Brown, the only 
witness gainst Mr, Seymour, in " Coutts's Case," was trying to 
recall a conversation in Westminster Hall several years ago, which 
he was only able to speak to from a minute which he would not 
have been allowed to refer to in a court of justice. 

"Master O'Malley : What I want to know is this : the shares — was it 
vnderttood hy jou that Mr. Seymour had deposited them with the autho- 
ritj of the directoTB and for the company f 

" I^o ; guile the contrary. 

" Did yon andeftland ) 

" Mr. Seymonr : Yon will pardon me, Mr, O'Mallef ; it is vwy painfbl 
indeed b> me: yon say, 'vas it naderstoodl' I sat it is a TKBaiBLi 
THiNa TO HAVB A CABB COND1JOTKD iM THIS WAT. I CAD hardly nnderatand 
your pntting these qnestioiia to a witness who is sufficiently hostile 

" The Witness : I am not. I say, I underilood 

" Mr. Seymour : I am not going to be prejudiced by your underiland- 
ingf 

" (By Master O'Malley) : I aaked yon, Mr. Brown, was it ever stated by 

Mr. Seymour, in any of his interviews with you in respect to those shares, 
that he had the anthority of the directors to deposit them 1 

*' To the bM of my reaolleetion, no. 

" (By Master Treasurer) : You said — ' Quite the contrary !' 

" To the bett of my recoBaetion, never. 

" (^ Master O'MbHot) ; Did yon ever state to Mr, Seymour— 

" Mr. Seymour : / <H>}eet lo thai. Foa are conducting thit cote, Mr, 
CXaUey, in a way in which it vrnvld not be condvcted by a geMleman who 
had not been a year at the bar. Thank God I it is in pbimt I 

"(By Master O'Malley) (contin-aed) : I ask, Mr. Brown, did yon, in any 
portion of yonr conversation with Mr. Seymour, ttaU to Mr. Seymour 

" Mr. Seymour : / object Co the yaation. 

" Master O'Malley ; It was not put. 

" Mr. S^mour : It u a leading quettion, and I o^eet to it. Ask ' what 
passed ? ' " 




INTJEtOBUCfnON. XvH 

Finally. Let the words of Mr. Lush be never forgotten. He 
is not the man to forget himself from haste of temper, or in the 
warmth of advocacy, to disregard the principles of truth and 
justice. A rebuke from him is no utterance of idle words. It 
carries a weight in proportion to his own high character, and thr 
happy serenity of his mind and temper. 

Deep and earnest must have been his feelings when these 
words were spoken— how deep and how earnest jwhen he thrice 
repeated them : — 

" Gentlemeii " (he said, with firm voice and marked emphasis), " I really 
hardly know in what position I am. If I were addressing a regularly 
constituted assembly, I should know there are rules by which I should he 
bound. When I came here, I thought I was addressing such an assembly, 
and I proceeded in the ordinary course. Yet that is not so ; and I must 
protest against such a course of proceeding. Instead of treating the 
accused party in the ordinary way, you treat him differently. Mr. Skt- 

MOUR IS TREATED AS A PARTY AQAIKST WHOM EYERTTHTKa IS TO BS 
PRESUMED, AHD WHO IS TO PROVE mS BXdTLrATIOH I" 



THE JUDGMENT. 
THE CHARGE OF " CONCEALMENT. 
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The Benchers put this on two grounds. 1st The substitution 
of Mr, Seymour's credit for the money he ''undertook to add" to 
Mr. Parker's. 2nd. The use of the money he received from Mr. 
Parker for other than the purposes of the company. 

The obvious answer to this is that these two propositions beg 
the whole question, and assume that to be proved which the 
Benchers have just solemnly pronounced "not proved !'* 

Mr. Parker's Case, as opened by Mr. Bagshawe, turned upon 
these very points. Was Mr. Seymour bound to deposit <£500 in 
addition to Parker's d£^500, at 5 per cent, interest at the bank t 
Was he bound to leave the money at the bank as a deposit after 
the date of his agreement with Captain Greene ? If these ques- 
tions are answered in the affirmative the Benchers should have 
said the charge was proved. If in the negative, and only in that 
case, the charge is not proved* 

But the Benchers have found the charge not proved, and yet 
they insinuate the affirmative of these two propositions. They, 
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therefore, virtually pronounced a judgment of Proved, and Not 
Proved, at the same time, and as to the same charge — '' which is 
ahsurd r 

It is unnecessary here to anticipate, with any detail, the lead- 
ing facts of the evidence in order to expose the unfairness of this 
extraordinary "addendum'' to the Benchers' decision; hut^ 
when they used the word ''concealment,'* did they forget the 
statement of Mr. Parker to Captain Greene, that '* any arrange- 
ment Seymour made he would be satisfied with?" Did they 
forget Mr. Parker^s absence, from Ulness^ which compelled Mr. 
Seymoiur to act on his own responsibility ? Did they forget Mr. 
Seymour's letters to Mr. Parker, in September and October, 
which Mr. Parker did not produce? Did they forget Mr. 
Seymour's ready assent to Captain Greene's personally commu- 
nicating and meeting Mr. Parker? Did they forget that not a 
farthing of the money was touched for fourteen days after Mr. 
Seymour received it^ and not until he had signed a binding agree- 
ment with Captain Greene? Did they forget that^ whatever 
frivolous delays were interposed by Mr. Wilson, Mr. Seymour 
was already bound to bring out a company in three months ? 
Did they forget Mr. Parker's own admission, on the last night of 
his evidence, that. Mr. Seymour's money and his own were '' tu^ 
to be an amalgamated fund ?" Did they forget Mr. Parker's own 
letters of October which he so resolutely repudiated, and which 
one of the Benchers exclaimed were " so amazingly important V* 

Publicly, in the columns of the " Ti/meSy" Mr. Seymour has 
challenged the Benchers to publish the names of those who voted 
m favour of this monstrous imputation. Publicly, now, he repeats 
that, until the contrary is proved, he will not cease to believe 
that a majority of those Benchers who heard Mr. Parker and his 
witnesses did not vote in fse^vour of these unjust and inconsistent 
strictures. 



THE JUDGMENT. THE SETTLEMENT OF THE 

ACTION. 

The Benchers say that the charge was not only "not vdth- 
drawn, but strongly reasserted." 

The latter part of this sentence is surely a mistake, or, rather, 
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it refers to what took place before them, and not to what occurred 
in 1858. 

As to the question whether the charge was Withdrawn or not, 
there is, no doubt, a conflict of evidence. 

Mr. Parker aaya it was not withdrawn ; but Mr. Parker's con- 
duct and correspondence are totally irreconcilable with any other 
hypothesis than that of a friendly and even honourable arrange^ 
ment. 

Mr. Woollett says it was not withdrawn ; but, if not, can Mr. 
Woollett hold up his head and admit he advised Mrs. Seymour 
to induce her husband, a brother barrister, to confess a fraud ? — 
Why did Mr. Woollett solicit an interview with Mra Seymour? 
Why did he press Mr. Wright to go into his chambers ? Why 
did he interfere with his advice about the letter of the 8th of 
June, &c., &a ? 

Mr. Wilson aaya it was not withdrawn ; but, why did Mr. 
Wilson sign final judgment in debt ? Why did he not sign it 
until three months after the pleas were withdrawn ? 

On the other hand — 

Mr. Seymour declares it was withdrawn, and he points to Mr. 
Parker's re-established friendly relations with him — ^to the out- 
stretched hand and warm grasp when they met — to the hearty 
congratulations on his return for Southampton — ^to the drinking 
of his health, publicly and privately — to the tone and language 
of his letters [and, he might now add, though unfortunately 
unable to do so before the Benchers, to Mr. Parker s statement 
to Mr. Dean]. 

Mrs. Seymour says it was withdrawn : she says she *'feU 
happy " when she left Mr. Woollett ; and she gives an account 
of her interview with him, which may be fiivourably contrasted 
with Mr. Woollett's hesitating and dubious evidence. 

Mr. Wright swears it ^uas withdrawn — at least he has made a 
solemn statutory declaration of what passed between him and 
Mr. Woollett to that effect. 

Mr. Bennett says it was withdrawn — and is '^ ready to make 
an affidavit to that effect.'' 

Mr. Simkins says it was withdrawn — and that, but for that 
belief, he would never have sanctioned the settlement — and his 
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books contain « veferenoe to an "aaangemenf on the 7tii 
June, 1858. 

Finally. The judgment shows it was withdrawn ; £br, looking 
to the form of the declaration, to the damages laid, and to the 
judgment as signed — the best lawyers in Westminster Hall have 
distinctly pronounced the opinion that the judgment has been 
signed on the money count only. 

It may be that Mr. Seymour would have acted wiser had he 
insbted on the action going into Court He would have insisted 
if he could have foreseen the wicked efforts that have now been 
made to damage and destroy him. 

But Mr. Justioe Wightman, according to the distinct authority 
of Mr. Bennett, suggested the course which Mr. Seymour 
believed he was taking when he withdrew his pleas. 

Mr. Seymour, too, had able solicitors. He had as able and 
honourable counsel as any at the bar of England-^Mr. Serjeant 
8hee and Mr. T. R. Bennett. They never, for a moment^ 
doubted the strength of Mr. Seymour's answer to the special 
counta They were both of opinion he had a *' clear defence on 
the merits."' Yet they, too, little foreseeing the malicious criti- 
cisms that, four years after, would be made upon the matter, 
advised Mr. Seymour to give a judgment under the count in 
debt, rather than expose his private griefs and difficulties in a 
public Court 



THE JUDGMENT. MR SEYMOUR'S AFFIDAVIT. 

Strange to say, that, although the ** judgment" of the Benchers 
declares that Mr. Seymour had "no solid ground '' for making it, 
they have not printed it in the report of their proceedings ; and 
Mr. Bagshawe himself admits {post, p. 87), that at the very time 
he was imputing blame to Mr. Seymour with reference to its 
contents, he had actually never seen it I It will be observed, 
by reference to the questions of Mr. O'Malley (p. 124), and Sir F. 
Slade (p. 136), that they seem to have taken for granted Mr. 
Bagshawe's accuracy, and to have formed a conclusion without 
reading the document itself! 

Their questions, and the justioe of the reflection on Mr. Sey- 
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mouT, will be appreciated on a careful perusal of the material 
parts of the affidavit, which are as follows : — 

^ I, William Diobt Sstmour, Esquire, of the Middle Temple, Barristeiv 
at-Law, the above-zuuned defendant, make oath and say — 1. That this 
action is brought against me in respect of a cheque for j£600 delivered to 
me in the year 18S5 under the following circumstances : — 2. I had agreed 
for the purchase of an interest in certain patents for printing, from Mr. 
John Greene, M.P. for Kilkenny, when the plaintiff, with whom I had 
been previously acquainted, expressed to me a wish to become jointly 
inter^(ted in my share of such patents, and also to become solicitor for a 
Company which it was proposed should be got up for the purpose of work- 
ing me patents. 3. That one of the terms of my arrangement with Mr. 
Greene was that I should spend j£l,000 in bringing out tne patents, such 
j£ 1,000, or any less sum expended, to be a cha^e on the patents in the 
event of the shares not being satis£Eu;torilv allotted, and that I communi- 
cated this arrangement to the plaintiff, who offered to pay me j£500 in 
consideration of his being admitted bv me to one half share of my interest 
in the undertaking and all benefits I might derive therefrom, and of my 
using my influence in procuring him to be appointed such solicitor as 
aforesaid. 4. That on the 16th August, 1855, 1 came to London for the 
purpose of seeing Mr. Edward Neaves Hudson, of Allhallows Chambers, 
Lombard Street^ oy whom I was met at the London Bridge Station of the 
South Eastern Bailway. 5. That immediately after meetmg Mr. Hudson, 
we were joined by the plainti£^ who then walked on with me and intro- 
duced the subject of the patents, and expressed a great wish that I would 
at once dose with him by taking his cheque for £500 for the purchase of 
half my interest in the patents aforesaia. 6. That I consented to do so, 
and the plaintiff went into a stationer's shop in Gracechurch Street, to 
draw the cheque, whilst I stood at the door with Mr. Hudson, who had 
rejoined me tnere. 7. That the cheque was then handed to me in the 
presence of Air. Hudson, and on handing it the plaintiff said, ' Kow reo<^ect 
we go halves in everything, and you ^Jl upon me for no more money,' or 
words to tiiat effect. 11. That I was actively engaged for some months 
after that time in gettiug up the Company, which, but for the delays and 
obstacles thrown in its way by the plaintiff himself, would have becoi com- 
pletely formed in the year 1855. 12. That throughout the whole of the 
transaction I[was in constant comnvumccUion with Mr, ffttdson^vrho assisted 
me in getting up the Comj^any, and that I used my utmost abilily f r that 
purpose. 16. Tnat the said Mr. Hudson went out to Lidia at the end 
of last year, for the purpose of collecting evidence in a case now before 
Parliament relating to a claim of the Maha Bajah of Johdpore to the Eaj of 
Ahmednugger, and before any proceedings by the plaintiff were threatened, 
and that me present action was commenced after his departure. 17. That 
I have been informed and believe, that the said Mr. Hudson was at Bombay 
in January last, and that he will return to England towards the end of 
September next. 18. That the said Mr. Hudson is a necessary and material 
witness for me on the trial of this case, and that the recent death of my 
clerk renders Mr. Hudson's presence indispensable for my defence in this 
action. 19. That I am advised and believe that I have a good defence to 
this action on the merits." 

Now, FUtST. Is it true thai Mr. Seymovt/r had agreed to 
purchase an interest in the patents t 

The following clause from the agreement between Captain 
Greene and Mr, Seymour sets this at rest : — 

d 



XXU IHTBODUCTIOK. 

^ Seymour to share equally with Greene the remaining 27 ahares and all 
shares given np by — , ■ , &c., and also aU benefits arising from 
the company." 

The expression ^'all benefits'' is the veiy phrase Mr. Seymour 
uses in his affidavit when he says, Mr. Parker paid his <£ 500 " in 
consideration of being admitted to one-half share of Mr. Sey- 
mour's interest m the v/ndertaJci/ng^ and aU benefits he might 
derive therefrom." 

Secondly. Is it true that Mr. Seymoy/r (to use Mr. (yMdUei^s 
peculiar phrase) states that " a sale out and out " took place t 

It is clear that Mr. Seymour does no such thing. He distinctly 
mentions the conditional character of the arrangement He 
says: — 

** One of the terms of my arrangen^t with Mr. Greene was, that I should 
9pend £1,000 in bringing out the patents, sudi £1,000 to be a charge on 
the x>atents," &c. &c. 

What is the language of the agreement with Captain Greene ? 

*' Seymour undertakes to find £1,000 for preliminary expenses of the 
Company," &c. '^ Seymour to have a lien on Greene's share of the English 
patents/or £1,000." 

The matter stands thus : Greene sells to Seymour half his 
patent interests, in consideration of Seymour expending £lfiOO 
in bringing out a company to work them — Seymour sellp to 
Parker half his own interest under the contract with Greene in 
consideration of Parker advancing <£600 as his share of the 
^1,000 expenditure. 

From first to last there is not the remotest inconsistency be- 
tween Mr. Seymour's explanation and his affidavit ! See, as to 
this, Mr. Bennett's evidence, page 175, post. 

The other point, which is rather indicated by a sneer of Sir F. 
Slade than by the express remark of any of the Benchers, 
refers, it is presumed, to those paragraphs of the affidavit in 
which allusion is made to Mr. Hudson. 

Now, in order to form a just conclusion as to whether Mr. Sey- 
mour deserves any censure upon the facts disclosed for deposing 
as he has done, three important considerations must be borne in 
mind. 

FiEST. — The occurrence in Gracechurch Street took place on 
August 16th, 1855, and Mr. Hudson's attention was not called to 
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what passed on that occasion till June^ 1861 — an interval of 
almost SIX. yeabs ! 

Secjondlt. — ^The action was not thought of before Mr. Hud- 
son went to India in 1857, and at the time Mr. Seymour made 
his affidavit, he had not ascertained to what precise extent Mr. 
Hudson's recollection could corroborate him. Mr. Seymour, 
therefore, confines himself to stating what passed, and what he 
concluded Mr. Hudson must have seen and heard at the time, but 
he does not pledge himself as to what Mr. Hudson ccm prove 
when called as a witnesa 

Thibdlt. — The true question is, Had Mr. Seymour reason- 
able, or, to use the Benchers' phrase, " soUd," grounds for believ- 
ing that Mr. Hudson would be a material witness ? It is one 
thing to ask what has Mr. Hudson at the end of six years been 
ahle to prove ? It is quite another to ask what groimds Mr. Sey- 
mour had, when he made this affidavit, for beUevvnff he could 
give material evidence. 

Bearing these considerations in mind, how far does Mr. Hud- 
son's evidence support Mr. Seymour's? That his evidence is 
truthful and honest, even to the degree of an almost over-sensitive 
caution, must be apparent to every one who reads it. He is 
certainly not a partizan witness, and it must be remembered, in 
justice to Mr. Seymour, that Mr. Hudson had not seen Mr. 
Seymour's affidavit up to the time of his examination, nor had 
any note been made of his evidence. Mr. Seymour met him 
casually on a boat on the river, and said, " Come and state what- 
ever you remember." That was all the notice or preparation he 
had before he entered the Benchers' Parliament Chamber. 

Did Mr. Hudson meet Mr. Seymour on August 16thy 1855 ? 
Mr. Hudson says, he met Mr. Seymour in *'the middle of 
August," and he gave a striking reason — ^viz., he had just arrived 
from the Waller mines, and had written to Mr. Seymour to come 
to town. Mrs. Seymour states, that she recollects Mr. Seymour 
returning to Brighton on the day he received Mr. Parker's 
cheque — that she knows Mr. Seymour went to town to see Mr. 
Hudson, and that he told her, on his return, he had seen him. 

Did Mr. Hudson see Mr. Parker I — Mr. Hudson says, " there 
was a gentleman" with Mr. Seymour when he met him, and that 
Mr. Seymour and this gentleman walked on together, he, Mr. 
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Hudson, fidling back with a friend who came to townhy the same 
train. Mr. Hudson adds that Mr. Seymour spoke of the gentle- 
man who came with him out of the railway carriage as " Mr« 
Parker." 

Did Mr. Hudson atop m Oraceihurch Street at (he Std- 
tioner'a Shop ? — Mr. Hudson had brought Mr. Seymour up to 
town on business connected with the Waller Mining (Company. 
The office of that Company was then in All-hallowB Chamber^ 
leading out of Gracechurch Street Mt. Seymour was going 
there. The stationer's shop is two or three doors from the turn 
into those chambers* Mr. Hudson says, '^ I know you did stay 
somewhere '' on the road ; and he adds that he felt angry at the 
delay, as his mind was full of the intelligence he was anxious to 
communicate to Mr. Seymour with reference to the business that 
took him to America. Mr. Hudson's memory does not enable 
him to go farther, except that, when he is asked if he went into 
the stationer^ he distinctly says he did not. 

The question itself only shows the erroneous impression in the 
minds of some of the Benchers, for the affidavit does not say that 
Mr. Hudson was ever m the shop, but alleges, on the contrary, 
that he was outside ! 

True, Mr. Hudson does not say that he saw the cheque written 
or handed to Mr. Seymour. But, beyond all question, it vxia 
there written, and there handed to Mr. Seymour. Mr. Hudson 
was close by at the tima Either, therefore, he saw and heard 
what took place, and has forgotten it ; or, though near enough to 
see and hear, he thought it was no business of his, and was so full 
of the pressing matters in his own mind, as to take little notice 
of anything else. The writing the cheque was scarcely the act of 
a minute. 

One thing is self-evident, that Mr. Hudson was called by Mr. 
Seymour to give honest and honourable evidence, for if there was 
one point on which he might otherwise have safely stretched his 
recollection to aid Mr. Seymour, it would have been upon the 
undisputed fact of the handing of the cheque at the time and place 
mentioned. 

But it is not a question of what Mr. Hudson did, in fact, see or 
hear. 

The only question is, had Mr. Seymour grounds for believing 
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that Mr. Hudson heard and saw what (so far as the main fSactB 
are con<)emed) unquestionably tUd take place ; and what Mr. 
Hudson, if his evidence be true, had an oppartv/n/Uy both of 
seeing and hearing ? Who, but a prejudiced mind, can say he 
had not ? 

Was Mr. Seymov/r " in constcmt corrmiv/nioaiion'' with Mr. 
Hudson afterwao'ds about the Prvnii/ag Company t 

Mr. Hudson says^ " we frequently conversed about it, and all 
that sort of thing/" ** Tou paid a good deal of attention to 
getting up a Company, and you certai/nlyj from time to time, 
consulted me on the subject"' 

Surely it is but fair that the affidavit should be construed by 
the light of these or similar observationa Nor should it be for- 
gotten that, even now Mr. Hudson becomes a most Tn/xierial 
witness for Mr. Seymour, as he contradicts the assertion of Mr. 
Parker, that Mr. Seymour was *' unaccompanied by any person 
of the name of Hudson,"' on the morning of the 16th August, 
1856! 

After all, if Mr. Seymour's application had succeeded, the trial 
would only have been postponed for a few months, Mr. Hud- 
son would then have been in England ; Mr. Seymour must have 
called him as a witness; and is it conceivable that, unless he 
beUeved Mr. Hudson could prove what he stated, Mr. Seymour 
would have made this affidavit without having spoken to Mr. 
Hudson on the subject before he sailed for India ? 

To say that Mr. Seymour, under all the circumstances, had 
no right to describe Mr. Hudson as a material witness, is to form 
an unmerciful conclusion — to pronounce that Mr. Seymour had 
'^ no solid ground "" for making the affidavit is to insinuate an 
unwarrantable charge. 



THE JUDGMENT. " ROMANTIC GENEROSITY I " 

The Benchers chaige Mr. Seymour with "'recklessness of asser- 
tion," because he denied his participation in " the Waller rig." 
But the Benchers have, in so doing, shut their eyes upon an 
original document produced before them, in which the terms of 
the operation were drawn up, and which was signed by the 
parties engaged in it. It bears the signature of Captain Robert- 
son. It is Tiot signed by Mr. Seymour. 
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The Benchers say that it was inconsistent with his alleged non- 
participation in the transactions for Mr. Seymour to speak of the 
debt to Mr. Helps as being as much his as Captain Robertson's. 
But the Benchers have forgotten Mr. Seymour's explanation, that 
he took upon himself the liability, and, as Mr. Helps said, ** made 
himself the scapegoat" The debt was, from the first, honourably 
Robertson's. It became honourably Seymour's. It was then as 
much his debt as Robertson's. 

Let the act be called by what name it may — generosity — 
imprudence — extravagance — madness, if it must be so ; but, that 
Mr. Seymour did take upon himself to an enormous, and, as it 
proved, overwhelming amount^ the liabUities of his co-directors in 
the Waller Company, for which he was not before responsible, is 
as true as that the Middle Temple is an Inn of Court 

That such conduct could not be appreciable, or even compre- 
hended, by the learned Masters of the Bench, will surprise no one 
who reads these page& 

The judgment they have pronounced in the case of William 
Bigby Seymour, wiU stand as an eternal barrier against any 
claim on their part to a character for '' Romantic genebosity !" 



THE JUDGMENT, THE " OFFER TO HOLD BRIEFS." 

Mr. Seymour, at a time of extraordinary pecuniary pressure, 
was writing a letter to Mr. Brown, an attorney, on the subject of 
B. claim arising out of a client of Mr. Brown having become 
possessed of a bill given by Mr. Seymour on February 28th, 
1853, to meet one of the demands on the directors of the Waller 
Company. 

Having disposed of that, Mr. Seymour, unfortunately, went on 
to add, "currente calamo," an expression of his readiness to 
allow Mr. Brown to set off the fees on any brief he might send 
to him against his costs in this matter. 

The offence does not seem a very grave one, even viewed by 
the light of professional etiquette. It surely was not half so un- 
warrantable as the production of a private letter by Mr. Brown; 
or the use of it, to found such a charge, by the Benchers them- 
selves! 
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Yet upon this miberable diacovery of a solitary mistake in a 
professional life of sixteen years* standing, the Benchers pronounce 
a long and laboured commentary. 

They are ^^glad the act is not justified." 

They are, however, not satisfied with the grounds upon which 
Mr. Seymour has attempted to ^'palliate his conduct'' 

The proposal was ** most improper.'' It '* invited a breach of 
duty in an attorney." It held out to Mr. Brown '' secret motives 
of interest " in selecting an advocate whom (it is added, with sly 
malice,) '^othervnse he might not have chosen." 

It is conduct ''promoting deception." It is conduct ''likely 
to generate suspicion." Such a practice would "lower the 
character of the profession." 

It would be "injurious to the publia" They would suffer, 
not only by such "debasement," but by introducing into the 
profession men more distinguished for "the pliancy of their 
principles " than the gifts of nature. 

Such is the thunderbolt hurled against Mr. Seymour ! 

In amusing contrast to so much smoke and sulphur, is the short 
but unanswerable argument of Mr. LusL Here is his whole 
speech as taken down verbatim by the Benchers' own reporter : 

" Mr. LxTSH : I did not think it was presented as a case ! I 
will pay your debt, but the only way I can pay it is this ! " 



ROBERTSON'S CASE. 
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Master Bagbhawe : [drd Meeting, p. 41.] Mr. Seymour, it is my duty to 
communicate to ^ou tnat which I ought to have done before we commenced 
proceedings to-m^ht, that in addition to the matters calling for explanation 
in the letter you have already received, the Bench will have to call upon 
you for an explanation of a certain dealinff by you with certain securities of 
the late Mr. Bobertson ; and the Under Tr^urer will send you a formal 
letter to that effect at the earliest possible time. 

Mr. Sktmour : Securities of the late Mr. Bobertson ! 

Master Baoshawe : Brother of the present lieutenant-Colonel Bobertson, 
who is on her Majesty's service in Ireland. 

Master Slade : Tou ought to give him some particulars of that. Tou 
can very shortly give him the details. 

Master Bagbhawe : If he wishes to hear them now, I will give him some 
of them. 

Master Treabuber : I think in this inquiry it is rather premature. 

Mr. Setmour : I recollect Captain Bobertson in 1862 ! He was a 
director of the Waller Minin g Company. 

Master Bagbhawe : That is it. 

Mr. Setmour : But I do not know 

Master Greene : It is hardlv £Eur to ask you any question further. 

Master Bagbhawe : We shall call upon you for an explanation. 

Master O'Mallet : It is only fair that we should give you notice, we do 
not wish to ask you questions about it yet. 

Mr. Setmour : 1 have now been suffering for ^ears under wrong impres- 
sions that exist as to my conduct. I shall give the explanations most 
gladly. I embrace the opportunity with cheerfulness. 

Master Bagbhawe : [5tn Meeting, p. 3, etseqJ] The next case that I shall 
have to open is Captain Bobertson's case. 

Master Treasurer : A fresh case ! You opened one the other day. 

Master Bagbhawe : I have one or two more documents connected with 
that case, but as Mr. Brown is not here I shall not read them. The case 
of Coutts and the case of Captain Bobertson, as far as he was concerned, 
would depend on the same witness.* I think no practical inconvenience 
would result to Mr. Sevmour. 

Mr, Setmour : I wiU bow to the decision of the Bench. I would recom- 
mend that they should be kept separate, otherwise they get intertwined. 

THE CHABGE. 

Master Bagbhawe : I will undertake that they shall be kept separate. 
With regard to the case of the late Captain Bobertson — so far as the Bench 
are aware— it is this : Captain Bobertson was a colleague and a co-director 
of the Waller Gold Mine Company with Mr. Seymour. It would appear 

* This is a total mistake ! The Mr. Brown of Robertson's case was mifortunately 
dead at this fime. He was partner of the firm of Price and Brown, 4, Change 
Alley, B.O. The Mr. Brown of Coutts* case is the Mr. Brown of " Brown's case," 

1 
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that there was a strong box belonging to the company ^''^ in which some 
securities of considerahle value were deposited by the late Captain Robert- 
son. It also appears that Captain Bobertson went to the office for the 
purpose of taking his securities out of that strong box, and upon his 
att^pting to recover them he found they were not there. 
Mr. Setmour : Is there any date, Mr. Bagshawe ? 

Master Baqshawe ; Yes ; I will give you the date in one moment. It 
appears that on discovering that the documents were not there he made 
inquiries on the spot, and was told that they had been taken out by Mr. Set/- 
mour.i' He tkereuponX went to his solicitor, Mr. G. B. Lefroy, a gentleman 
of respectability, who attends to-night here. He, with instructions from 
Captain Robertson, on the 16th of July, 1863, wrote the following letter to 
Mr. Seymour : — " Sir, Captain Robertson has instructed me to take pro- 
ceedings for the recovery of his property deposited by you,% without his 
knowle<]^e or authority, with Messrs. Price and Brown. I have seen 

Messrs. IVice and Brown on the subject. Mr. H 1 1 have also seen, 

and he informs me you will not be in town before Tuesday next ; I shall 
therefore wait until Thursday, and I beg to inform you, in the event of my 
not receiving the property on or before that day, I shall adopt immediate 
and most unpleasant proceeding8.*1| That is dated "217, Piccadilly, 16th 
July, 1863,'^ and adctessed to "W. D. Seymour, Esq., M.P., on Circuit, 
York." The reply to that letter I have not been able to find, but probably 
Mr. Seymour would know what the reply was. 

Mr. Sethoub : No, Sir, unfortunately I cannot ; I have not got a copy 
of it.ir 

Master Bagshawe : On the 19th of July, Mr. Seymour received another 
letter. I should perhaps go a little back. I read the letter of 16th July. 
To make it intelligible, I should say that it was as early as the 6th of July 
that Captain Robertson applied to his solicitor, and it would appear from 
the day-book of that solicitor, that there was, on the 6th of July, a confe- 
rence upon the subject. The entiy is, " Wednesday, 6th July, 1853. Cap- 
tain RoDertson. Attending you as to shares obtained belonging to you, and 
advising you thereon.'* And on the 11th of July the entry is, ** Captain 

Robertson. Attending Mr. H on his calling and requesting me to 

let the shares remain in Messrs. Price and Brown's hands until Mr. Sey- 
mour's return from York.*' Mr. H : I do not know whether he is a 

friend of Mr. Seymour ; perhaps Mr. Seymour will tell you. 

Mr. Setmour : No, not of mine ; he was a friend of Captain Robertson I 

Master Bagshawe : I thought he was a friend of yours, perhaps. 

Mr Seymour : It has been once or twice assumed that persons were my 
friends : he was no friend of mine ; I was acquainted with him ; he was 
Captain Robertson^ s friend. 

Master Bagshawe : Then it goes on — "which would be this day week ; 



* Colonel Robertson speaks of " his box or desk," posL The box was neither 
his nor the company's ! 

+ He was *' told" by a letter from the secretary that they were " taken by Mr. 
H ." The name is omitted for obvious reasons. 

X There is a remarkable condensing of facts and dates here. 

§ It will be seen hereafter, that a month before this Captain Robertson himself 

wrote to Mr. Seymour that Mr. H told him that he H had taken 

the securities ! It will further be seen that Mr. H had abundant " autho- 
rity" to do so. 

ii From the fact mentioned in the preceding note, and other facts that will ap- 
pear presently, Mr. Lefroy cannot have received any such " instructions," at least 
from Captain G. A. Robertson. 

H It will be seen hereafter, that in a search at his chambers ^during the long 
vacation, Mr. Seymour found a copy of his reply. At this time he was not aware 
of its being in existence. 
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that he had seen Messrs. Price and Brown, and that the shares were merely 
held by them as a security for £200." 

Mr. SBgjouR : £200 ? £2,500 ! Robertson's securities were worth £200. 

MasterT^AGSHAWB : ** When I stated I should see Messrs. Price and 
Brown thereon, which would guide me as to what cours^I should adopt." 
Then on the 12th of July : " Captain Robertson. Attending Messrs Price 
and Brown in the City (Mr. Brown), who informed me Captain Robertson's 
security was placed with them by Mr. Seymour,* with other securities to 
secure the repayment of a sum of £2,6(K) advanced by them to Mr. 
Seymour,t and, on payment thereof, thev would give up Captain Robert 
son's shares, &c." Then on the 14th July there is the foUowmg entry :— 

Mr. Seymour : Pardon me, Mr. Bagshawe, what is the date f 

Master Bagshawe: The 14th of July 1853. "Captain Robertson. 

Attending Mr. H on his calling to know whether I had seen 

iMr. Brown ; when I informed him that I had, and tiiat I would wait 
till Mr. Seymour's return to town, but that I did not write to him 
thereon." Then on the 16th of July there is the entry— " Captain 
Robertson. Writing to Mr. Digby Seymour'' — ^which is the letter I nave 
read to you from Mr. Lefix)y, stetmg that he must adopt inmiediate and 
unpleasant proceedings. ** Captain Robertson has instructed me to take 
proceedings for the reooveiy of his property deposited by you, without his 
knowledge or authority, with Messrs. Price and Brown." Then Uiere 
appears to be an intermediate letter which I have not got. But on the 
19th of July there is a letter. 

Mr. Seymour : From whom, Mr. Bagshawe ? 

Master Bagshawe : From Mr. Lefroy to Mr. Seymour, which is verified 
in the lawyer's book in the same way — in answer to kU letter ;J WE§ have 
searched for that letter, but have not foimd it. On the 13th of July there 
is a letter from Lefroy, addressed to " W. Digby Seymour, Esquire, M.P., 
&c., &c., 2, Upper Temple Lane. Sir, I am aware of the facts connected 
with the deposit of Captain Robertson's property with Messrs. Price and 
Brown, or I should not have written my letter of the 16th to you. Captain 
Robertson having failed in obtaining his property, after repeated promises 
that it should be delivered up to him, had no other course left than that 
adopted by him {acting under my advice). On receipt of Captain Robert- 
son's property, I am both ready and willing, on behalf of Captain Robert- 
son, to assist in setting other matters right. Captain Robertson, I regret 
to say, has been ohlig^ to leave tovm,\\ by the oi-der of his physician (Sir 
G. Clerk), but I will attend any appointment you wiU make." That is 
the 19th of July. Then the next entry with reference to it is on the 

22nd of July. " Captain Robertson, Attending Mr. H on hia 

calling, and wishing to know whether I had received property from Mr. 
Seymour ; when I informed him I had not, and read letters received from 
him thereon,^ and stated to him, on Captain Robertson's return, I should 
without further application to Mr. Seymour, get a summons for Mr. Sey- 

♦ He may have been told they were placed there " by Mr. Seymour and Mr. 

H /' but in what sense Mr. Seymour was a party to placing them will appear 

and for what purpose. 

t He could not have been told this— at least not in these terms. The money 
was really paid to Mr. Helps. Mr. Seymour never got a farthing of it. 

t A copy of Mr, Seymours second letter was also found during the vacation, 
see post. 

§ Did Mr. Bagshawe assist Mr. Lefroy in the search, or was Mr. Bagshawe 
reading from Mr. Lefroy's instructions 1 Mr. Bagshawe says, as to Mr. Seymour's 
first letter too, *' The reply J have not been able to find !" 

II This explains "the instructions I" 

II A most important fact, as will be seen firom the reference made in the leiteirs 
to Mr. H himself. 
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mour and proceed, and I wished him to inform Mr. Seymour of my inten- 
tentions, which he promised to do." 

Master Greene : That reads like an extract from a bill of coste. 

Master Bagshawe : It is from a solicitor's d^-book,* and it is t w; by which 
we connect the ^^erent links in the case, ^en the next entry is of the 
7th of June, 185?^ There seems to have been a cessation of proceedings 
till that time. Captain Eobertson had died in the interval between the 
last entry and that which I am about to read ; and his brother, Colonel 
Bobertson, who is in Ireland, is the gentleman referred to in the future 
entries ; and it is on his authority I make the statement I lay before you 
to-night. The death of Captain Bobertson creates the interval I mive 
mentioned. The 7th of June, 1854. "Attending you." — This is Captain 
Bobertson, the present Colonel Bobertson ; he was then Captain Bobertson, 
but is now Colonel Bobertson.— ^Attending you by appomtment^ and in- 
forming you that I had seen Mr. Brown, and that securities were still in 
his possession ; and that I had been unable to get at Secretary of Waller 
Qold Company, but I found the shares were not more than 6s. per share. 
Attending you in the Temple on Mr. Digby Seymour, relative to nis giving 
us shares belonging to your brother, deposited with Price and Brown, when 
he promised fiedthfully to see them this morning and obtain the shares, and 
you should have them. He also stated that your late brother^s name was 
to three bills of £500 each,t with five other names, but that no liability 
attached to your brother, same having been taken up by friends of the 
company,! and that there was also a sum due to your late brother." Then on 
Thiirsday, the 8th of June, the next day : " Attending at Mr. Seymour's, 
but linable to see him, wrote to Mr. Seymour." The following is the letter 
of the 8th of June, from Mr. Lefroy : — " Digby Seymour, Esq., M.P., 
Temple. Bear Sir — Captain Bobertson has just left me. He was, as you 
may suppose, much surprised and disappointed (after what took place at 
the interview yesterday), on my stating I had not heard from you. This 
matter is keeping Captein Bobertson in town, and must be arranged without 
further delay. I will call at your chambers at one o'clock to-morrow (Friday)." 
Then, sir, the next entry is the 10th of June, 1854. The letter being 
the 8th, this is two days later : and on the 10th of June, 1854, the following 
is the entry : — ^* Attending you " (that is, Colonel Bobertson), "reading you 
letter I had received from Mr. Seymour, stating Messrs. Brown and I*rice 
would give up the securities to me, and as you could not accompany me to 
receive them, making appointment to send them over to you. Attending 
on Mr. Brown with letter to me from Mr. Seymour, but Mr. Brown not 
being in town, clerk said he had only received instructions to hand me over 
four Army and Navy debentures, giving him a receipt for same, and taking 
list of the other securities, viz., 100 (J^ shares) Adelaide Gold shares, 100 
{£l per share) Foltimore Mine shares. Attending Captain Bobertson by 
appointment, and handing him over four Army and Navy Club debentures, 
informing him the reason the shares were not also given up, and that I 
should see Mr. Brown thereon. Attending in the City for shares." Then 
on the 12th of June the entry is : " Wrote to Mr. Seymour acknowledging 

* Since the Middle Temple became an Inn of Court, is there a parallel for the 
iigustice of reading Mr. Lefroy*8 entries of alleged instractions given and threats 
uttered behind Mr. Seymour's back, more than seven years ago ! But Mr. 
Bagshawe does worse. He proceeds to read entries of alleged conversations 
between Mr. Lefroy and Captain Robertson's brother, now alive, but not called as 
a witness ! And which woald not be evidence had he been called ! 

*}* Two of £1,500 each, was what Mr. Seymour eaid, and what the fact was. 

t The only friend of the company was Mr. Seymour himself ! He took them 
up, and Captain Bobertson was liable to him for one-sixth of the amount or £500. 
Thie entry is a moBt incorrect narrative of what passed, and illustrates the mon- 
strous injustice of reading it in this manner ! 
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receipt of Army and Navy Club debentures, and requesting he would cause 
the other securities to be given up." That letter so written on ihe 12th is 
as follows : — Mr. Lefroy to Mr. Seymour on the 12th of June, 1864. " Dear 
Sir, I receiffed the four debentures of the Army and Navy Club on Saturday, 
and I handed them to Captain Robertson. I "^as much disappointed at 
not also receiving the 100 Adelaide Qold shares and 100 "Poltmiore Mine 
shares, owing to Mr. Brown's not having given any instructions about 
these shares. I will thank you to see Mr. Brown, and request him to hand 
the shares to me without delay." So that the result of that correspondence 
is, that the Army and Navy Club shares, which were of considerable value, 
were handed over,* as I have already mentioned, on the 12th of June, 1854, 
the first demand for them having been made on the 6th July, 1853, under 
the circumstances which I have mentioned. 

Then, sir, with respect to this case, there is only one other document 
with which I have to trotlble you. 

Mr. Seymour : May I ask you what you say the value of the Army and 
Navy Club Debentures was ? 

Master Baqshawb : IVom £2fiQ0 to .£3,000. 

Mr. Sbymour : Oh, no. £200 to £200. 

Master Baoshawe : That is of no importance* 

Mr. Seymour : I think it may be ; a great deal turns upon that. Tou 
have said they were of *' considerable value." 

{After a Pause,) 

Master Fhillimors : Is there any answer about the value of the Army 
and Navy Club shares ? 

Mr. Seymour : None. It is a mistake altogether ! It is nothing ap* 
proaching that figure. 

Master Bagshawe : There is only one other document — ^it is a letter of 
Colonel Bobertson, not of the late Captain Robertson — I mean upon this 
subject ; it is the detail which Captain Robertson gives of the story. — 
Master Greene : It is marked " Private," of course ? — ^Master Ba^hawe : 
No, it is not. I read it upon the principle 1 Master Sir W. J. Alex- 
ander : It is a letter of a aeceased man. — Master Bagshawe : No, of a man 
that can be called ; it is the present Colonel Robertson ; it is exactly in the 
same position as the statement of Captain Greene. — Mr. Seymour : I will 
admit Colonel Robertson^s if you will admit Captain Greene's, whatever it 
contains. I wiU create no difficulty. — ^Master Bagshawe : But it does not 

appear to me that it contains matter Master Treasurer : What is the 

date of that letter ? — Master Phillimore : I do not think you should read 
it. — Master Bagshawe : Colonel Robertson communicates to me that he is 
on her Majesty^s service, and that it will be extremely inconvenient to him 
to come ; and I should be very loth to call that gentleman over when he 
says, " I adopted the case of my late brother, and carried it on." The 
shares were given up ?— Mr. Seymour : Oh, yes ; they were given up, tied 
up with tape. — Master Bagshawe : In June, 1854 the debentures or shares, 
which were represented to have been of considerable value — I am in the 
hands of the Bench whether I should read it or not. — Master Treasurer : 
You are only stating the case, Master Bagshawe. — Master Bagshawe : That 
being so, I have finished the statement^! and am prepared to call in Mr. Le- 



• Whether as an act of generosity, or to compotmd a felony (as the observation 
would 'suggest), will shortly be seen. 

+ It was a pity Mr. Bagshawe was not allowed to state "the principle" upon 
which he proposed to read as evidence against Mr. Seymour a letter from Ireland 
from Colonel Bobertson. 

t Has Mr. Bagshawe mentioned a single piece of legitimate evidence that goes 
to prove the terrible charge he has made against Mr. Seymour 1 Is any member 
of the Bar safe if his character can be blasted upon such a ''ease** as this t 
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froy. —Master Phillimore : That is much the best way. — Master Bagshawe : 
This gentleman (Colonel Kobertson)is the Assistant Quarter-Master General. 
Mr. Seymour : If it will in any way facilitate the proceeding of the Bench, 
there are several facts Mr. Bagshawe has stated that I do not dispute. — 
Master Bagshawe : They were debentui*es issued by the Army and Navy- 
Club, and of the value of from ;62,000 to £3,000. In addition to that there 
were some other shares. — Mr. Seymour : Adelaide and Poltimore. 

Master Bagshawe : 100 i.'2 shares of the Adelaide Gold Mine, and 100 
shares of the Poltimore. 

Master O'Mallet : They were deposited in the strong box of the Waller 
Mining Company.* 

Mr. Seymour ; They never were ! 



" EVIDENCE" IN SUPPORT OF CHABGE. 

Mr. GEORGE BENTINCK LEFROY called in and examined by t/ie 

Bench, [6th meeting, p. 10] 

Master Bagshawe : Mr. Lefroy, I believe you are a solicitor ? Yes, sir. 

Were you the solicitor of the late Captain Robertson ? I was. 

Did he, in July, 1853, give you any instructions with reference to any 
property of his 1 He did. 

Will you be so good as to state what those instructions were 1 

Yes, there were some shares ; he was a member of the Army and Navy 
Club, and perhaps in the first instance I did not speak to him profes- 
sionally. I am solicitor to the club. Afterwards he came to me and 
saidf there were four Army sjjid Navy Club debentures and some other 
shares he had deposited for safe custody in the office of the Waller Com- 
pany in the City ; that the shares were taken out from where they were 
deposited without his knowledge or sanction, and he wished to know what 
I advised him to do to get them back. Then after that I wrote to Mr. 
Seymour on the subject. 

Yes ; have you the letter ? 

I am not sure whether I called first or I wrote, but, at all events, I 
communicated by letter about the shares. My own impression was that 
the shares were really taken ; and my impression was to have gone to the 
Lord Mayor and have got a summons for improperly becoming possessed 
of them 

Mr. Seymour : I do not know whether this is right ! Am I to be pre- 
judiced by Mr Lefroxfs " impressions ?" 

Master Treasurer : It is a motive which he is now describing. J 

The Witness : Captain Robertson described to me that they were taken 
out without authority. 

(By Master Treasurer) : What did you do ? 

I saw Mr. Seymour, -and had some communication with him. 

(By Master Bagshawe) : Have you searched for that communication ? 

Yes, I have ; I have not got any oihis conmiunications (!) § and I have 
only got the copies of those which I wrote. 

(By Master Treasuer; : You saw Mr. Seymour ? 

I saw Mr. Seymour. 



* What particle of proof has Mr. Bagshawe opened as to this ! 

+ What Kobertson "said " to Lefroy I It is to be observed that Captain Robert- 
son does not say that Jlfr. Seymour took them, nor does he mention a ''strong 
box r ^ 

t As if that made it better evidence. 

§ How is that, Mr. Lefroy t 
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(By Master Greene) : What passed then, Mr. Lefroy ? 
I think, to the best of my recollection, I stated my opinion very strongly 
to him about these shares, and that they should be given up, and from 
what I recollect he stated the fact was that the company was in difficulties 
— he was chairman of the company ; they were in cufficulties and that 
Price and Brown had a claim* against the company for £2,4(X) which they 
could not meet, and those shares were taken with other things and depo- 
sited with them as security. He admitted that they were, and after some 
difficulty the four debentures of the Army and Navy Club I got ; but the 
others I never did. 

(By Master Sir W. J. Alexander) : What were the other shares ? If 
you give me the book I will tell you. — Were they Poltimore shares ? I 
think they were. — (By Master Bagshawe) : Adelaide Gold and Poltimore ? 
Yes, I think so — 100 shares. — 1(X) ^2 shares of Adelaide Gold Mine ? 
I think they were two ;£100 shares.t The elder brother died — the one I 
was concerned for, and nothing was done by his brother till after he had 
provedfihis will. Then I thmk I recommended him not to sue Mr. 
Seymour ; I thought it was useless, and so he did not. I thought it was 
useless suing him, and as we had got what really was of value — the Army 
and Navy debentures — ^it was better to let the others drop. — (By Master 
Phillimore) : What was the value of the Army and Navy shares ? They 
were £100 each. They were paid up. — And the others ? I do not know. 
— How many do you say there were of the Arnjy and Navy Club shares ? 
Four, I think £100 or £120 ; they were taken up always at the money. — 
(By Master Greene) : Mr Lefroy, will you be good enough to tell me about 
this interview with Mr. Seymour, when he told you the shares should be 
given up ? Yes. 

Did he state he had any authority at that time to deposit them ? 

No ; on the contrary. I think he did not deny 

Mr. Seymour : / object to your " thmghts /" — what I said is what you 
were asked, Mr. Lefroy. 

(By Master Treasurer) ; What passed ? 

It was in 1853, 1 thinJc ; to the best of my recollection it was as I stated. 
Mr. Seymour said the company were in difficulties and indebted to Price 
and Brown, and they were pressing for payment, and therefore Mr. Seymour 
took these shares and other things that were in the office, and deposited 
them with them.t 

(By Master Treasurer) : On behalf of the company ? 

On behalf of the company. § 

(By Master O'Malley) : On behalf of the Waller Company % 

I believe so. 

(By Master Sir. W. J. Alexander) : Did he say he had any authority 
from Captain Robertson ? 

No. I stated positively that there was no authority given. 

But did he ? 

No ; I think not. 

Mr. Sbtmour : THINK ! ! ! 

(By Master Bagshawe) : You have got your letter-book there ; do you 
find letters of the following dates there — the 16th of July ? 

Master Greene (to Mr. Seymour) : You do not dispute the letters, I 
think? 



♦ The total untruth of this will appear from the evidence of Mr. Price. 

+ They were 100 £2 shares, utterly valueless. They are in Messrs. Price and 
Brown's hands to this day, and Mr. Lefroy knows he could have got them at any 
time by asking for them, yet he makes a point of this against Mr. Seymour ! 

X This statement shows a lamentable loss of memory, if nothing worse ! 

§ The " company" never owed a shilling to Price and Brown. 
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Mr. Skymour : No. BiU let my answers be produced ! 

By Master Baoshawe : Will you give me these ? You believe they are 
quite accurate ? The Witness : Yes. Master Bagshawe : I have read 
tiiese. By Master Greenwood : You stated that you have only got the 
copy of them, but you have recited them from your book. I have. — And 
they give a fair account ? Yes.— By Master O'Malley : His letters, I pre- 
sume, are lost ? There is one I can find. — By Master Bagshawe : And 
search has been made for them ? Certainly, every search has been made. 
There is one letter of Mr. Seymour's, dated the 16th of June — I suppose it 
is 1854. 

On the 15th of June, 1854, the debentures were given up ? To whom 
was it addressed ? 

To me. 

By Master Sir W. J. Alexajtdeb : To Mr. Lefroy ? 

Yes. 

{The letter was handed to Master Sir W, J, Alexander,) 

Master Sir W. J. Alexander : " Thurloe Square, June 16th. D%ar Sir, 
— ^I am much surprised at your expression of * surprise.' / consider 1 have 
acted most liberauv in consenting to the dentures being restored to you. The 
gold shares stand on a totally different footing,* and after what I said to 
vou at our last interview, I think you would consult better for your client 
by allowing the question about gold shares to remain entirely in my discre- 
tion. When you know that I hold the over-due acceptances of the late 
Captain Robertson for ^£3,000" ^t 

Mr. Seymour : Yes. 

Master Sir W. J. Alexander : "And yet have given up those debentures, 
I really think you might have spared me from the necessity of writing this 
letter." 

By Master Bagshawe : Is there any date to that ? 

The Witness : The 15th of June. 

Master Sir W. J. Alexander: He quotes the word "surprise" in 
inverted commas. 

The Witness : It is marked on the outside " 15th June, 1854." 

Master Bagshawe : It is on the 811i of June, 1854, Mr. Lefroy writes the 
following letter : — " Capt. Bobertson has just left me. He was, as you may 
suppose, much surprised and disappointed (after what took place at the 
interview yesterday) on my stating 1 had not heard from you.'* That is 
on the 8th of June. 

By Master Treasurer : Is that in your handwriting ? {Handing Mr. 
Seymour's letter of the 15th June to Witness, and showing him the indorse- 
ment.) 

No, it is one of my clerks. 

Was it filed at the time ? 

Yes.t 

Master Eodwell : That is Mr. Seymour's answer to that letter of the 8th 
June. 

By Master Bagshawe : That is the only letter you have been able to 
discover ? 

* The tme explanation of this is the following : Captain Bobertson had brought 
- his "gold shareB," to the Waller office some days before he brought his Club 
Debentures. He put the former, as he did afterwards the latter, in the directors' 
tin box, which will be spoken of presently. He himself never disputed the right 
to take the "gold shares/' to Price and Brown, but he stated after the deposit of 
the debentures that he meant the latter for his own brokers in the first instance I 

t Two bills of £1,500 each, accepted by Bobertson and others. 

t Then, were Mr. Seymour's two earlier letters not filed too 1 and, if filed, who 
removed themt and when? and why! 
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Master Trbabitrbb t Mr. Lefroy says it was filed at the time. 
Mr. Setmour : Then my other letters mtut have been filed too ! 

Cross-examined by Mr. SEYMOUR 

Mr. Lefroy, you say that you think I said that the oompany was in 
difficnliies t 

Yes. 

Can you reooUect yourself more in detail as to what I said about the dif- 
ficulties ? 

I think what you stated was, on account of having taken the shares — that 
owing to the company being in difficulties, and pressed by Price and Brown, 
you had given them the beet security you could. 

Do you recollect my telling you that, in my absence from London, the 
directors, Captain Robertson, and others, had inyolved themsdves in difficult 
ties to nearly £30,000 7 

No ; I do not. 

Can you at all recollect, Mr. Lefroy, my telling you that the directors of 
the company had purchased shares they were unable to meet, and had in- 
volved tnemselves in difficulties ? 

No ; I remember your saying they got into difficulties, but not how. 

I tell you as a fact which caa be established, that this question of diffi- 
culties was not a question of the company's difficulties ; therefore, recollect 
yourself : did I not say the directors i 

Ko ; the company.* 

Did I state how the difficulties were occasioned 7 

No ; nor did I ask you. 

Difficulties of the mine or of the market 7 

No. 

Did you go to Price and Brown's 7 

I went to them by your authority to get shares from them, and they gave 
me the Army and Navy Club shares, but not the others. 

Did you ascertain that they had a large amount of my property 7 

No ; I did not. 

Was it not stated to you that Captain Bobertson and others were liable to 
a large amount to various brokers, and that to provide for their liabilities, 
I had deposited a large amount of my property — infinitely larger than his f 

No ; I do not 

Have you any memoranda of conversations that you can refresh your 
memory by 7 

Of Brown's 1 

No, with me. 

No ; there are no other conversations. 

But those are very important. 

I have no wish at all to keep it back. 

I do not say you have, Mr. Lefixjy. 

It is fair that I should tell you how I came here at all. I happened — 
'wrhen this transaction took place between you and Colonel Bobertson — I 
-was walking with him, and you passed us, and I asked him if he knew ycu ; 
and I felt very strongly how these shares were obtained, and I told him 
about this ; and some time after this my brother asked me, *^ Do you recol- 
lect "— - 

Oh/ ia your brother a member of the Northern Circuit ? 

Yes. 

Oh ! that a^ecountsfor aU this / How long is it ago since he spoke to you 
last about it f 

{No ilTMIMf.) 



How is this consistent with his last answer 
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Are y<m awcur€ thai he u a pa/rtieularjnendof Mr, (herendP Yea. 

And Mr. Price t 

Oh I yes ; toe were cU school together / 

Bat that is merely by the way ; / wcu struck hjf the coincidence f Do yon 
remember, when yoa <»Jled at frioe and Brown's, did yoa see Mr. Price or 
Mr. Brown ? 

I do not know. I do not think I saw either ; I saw the clerk ; and the 
reason I did not get all the shares was, as he stated, that Mr. Brown had 
left ont only the Army and Navy Club debentare& 

I see something there about Adelaide shares standing on different ground 
from the others ; will you tell me in what the distinction lay 7 No ; I do 
not know at all. — I am asking you whethe r I think we only thing 

was — ^my impression was . — ^As to the value ? As to the value. — I 

think the Adelaide Gold Company did not come out ; it died still-bom ? 
No. — ^And the Poltimore Company : they have gone to wreck along with 
the others ? I do not know ; I have not heard of them since. — Nor have 
I ! With regard to these Army and Navy Club debentures, were they 
worth £120 at the time ? Yes. — When did Captain Bobertson become a 
director of the Waller Mining Company ? I do not know. — ^When did ho 
cease to be ? I do not know ; at his death, perhaps. The only thing I 
know of the company is, what I ascertained to-day, and that is, I went to 
the Stock Exchange to see whether Captain Bobertson was a director, and 
I see, when the prospectus came out in 1853 his name was down as a 
director.--! wanted to know the date of his leaving? He might have 
been a director up to his death.* — Was Major Be^, of the Army and 
Navy Club, a friend of his ? I do' not know.— JDid you know him, the late 
member for Abingdon ? No. 

Was not Major Beed a member of the Army and Navy Club ? He 
was member for Abingdon ; I thought you might have known that he 
was a member of the Club ? 

No ; I do not. 

You say you have searched everywhere to find my letters ? 

I have ; and I should have been very glad if I could have found them. 

And so should II 

Very glad. After three or four years I generally bum them.t ' 

Master Treasurer : Do you wish to ask any more questions ? 

Mr. Seymour : No. 

Re-examined hy the BENCH. 

(By Master Bodwell) : You were just going to turn to the minutes 
of conveiTsation you had with Mr. Seymour ; perhaps we had better have 
them. 

Yes, sir. I find on the 12th — I did see Mr. Brown on the 12th of July, 
1863. " Captain Bobertson. Attending Messrs. Price and Brown in the 
City (Mr. Brown)" — I suppose I saw nim — "who informed me Captain 
Bobertson's security was placed with them by Mr. Seymour, with other 
securities, to secure the repayment of a sum of £2,600 advanced by them to 
Mr. Seymour, and on payment of j£2,400 odd they would give up Captain 
Bobertson's shares, &c." Now, that is the entry I made in my book, and 
that was made either on that or the following day. 

Now, the next entry ? 

(By Master Bagshawe) : Will you do me the feivour to go to the pre- 
ceding entry ? I have got, I think, an erroneous copy here. The 11th, if 

* He was a director up to his death. He was, moreover, on perfectly friendly 
terms with Mr. Seymour for months after he was aware of his securities being at 
Messrs- Price and Brown's I 

t A curious admission for a solicitor ! But why, if he burned two, preserve the 
third on his file ? 
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yon please. ^< Captain Bobertson. Attending Mr. H .*' Whether 

H VHU Mr. 8^miouf'9 derk or not, I do not know,* 

Mr. Setxoub : OnJ no ; he is one of the .t 

The WiTNXSs : I thought I saw him at yonr chamben. 

Mr. Setmotjr : Oh ! no ; he is . 

The Wttssss : '* AttencUng Mr. H on his calliDg, and requesting 

me to let the shares remain in Messrs. Price and Brown's hands until Mr. 
Seymour's return from York, which would be this day week, that he had 
seen Messrs. Price and Brown, and that the shares were merely held by 
them as a security for the £200 *X when I stated I should see Messrs. Price 
and Brown thereon, whidi would guide me as to what course I should 
adopt. I did see them." 

By Master SirW. Albxandeb: I understand that Mr. Brown stated 
they were held for ;£2,600. Where did you see Mr. H 1 

It appears — I think he called on me. "On his calling" 

By Mr. Sstmoub : I have an impression, but I am not siure, that he was 
a director for a short time. He is not on the list of directors. 

1 cannot remember that he was on the list of directors. 

By Master Bodwell : Will you go on with those entries 9 

A&. Setm ouB : Any entrtf abotU me I should be glad to hear. 

The Witness : Oh ! certainly. 

Mr. Sstmoub : / am anxiout for all the light that can be given in this 
matter. 

The Witness : Then there is the 19th of July, 1853. I wrote Mr. 
Se3anour in answer to his letter. I can tell what that was by the letter- 
book. « Captain Bobertson.*'§ This is on the 22nd of July, 1853. " At- 
tending Mr. H- on his calling, and wishing to know whether^ I had 

receivS the property from Mr. Seymour, when 1 informed him I had not, 
and read letters receiyed from him thereon, and stated to him on Captain 
Jtobertson^s return I should, without further application to Mr. Seymour, 
get a siunmonsll for Mr. Seymour and proceed, and I wished him to inform 
Mr. Seymour of my intentions, which he promised to do." 

!l^ Master Sir W. J. Auexander : You got that call from Mr. H- ? 

Yes ; on the 22nd of July, 1853. 

And you told him that you would get a summons against Mr. Seymour ? 

I did, sir. 

By Mr, Sstmoub : Fouwhaty Mr.Lefroy f You^d get a summons f Did 
you appl^for one f No. 

Oh I 1 Uiought you said you did ? No, sir. — (By Master Bagshawe) : 
What is the next ? I think the next is the 7th of June, 1854. " Attend- 
ing you by appointment and informing you that I had seen Mr. Brown, 
and that securities were still in his possession ; that I had been unable to 
get at secretary of Waller Gold Company, but I found the shares were 
worth not more than bs, per share. Attending with you in the Temple on 
Mr. D. Seymour, relative to his giving up shares belonging to your brother, 
deposited with Price and Brown, when . he promised faithfully to see them 
this morning, and obtain the shares, and you should have them. He also 
stated that your late brother's name was to three bills for £500 each." 
— (By Master Sir W. J. Alexander) : £500 each ? £500 each, with five 
other names, but that no liability attached to your brother, same having 

* At page 2, ante, Mr. Bagshawe IntimateB that Mr. H was a Mend of 

Mr. Seymoar. Mr. Seymour replied he was '' a friend of Captain Bohertson." Mr. 
Bagshawe now suggests that he was ''Mr. Seymour's Clerk/* and the witneps 
comes to his aid by saying he thought he saw him " at Mr. Seymour's chambers !** 

t The official rank and position of the gentleman referred to are from 
feelings of delicacy omitted. 

Z According to his previous entry the amount was £2^500 ! 

§ Not Captain G. A. Robertson, but his brother. 

ii On Captain G. A. Bobertson*B return this insolent menace was not repeated. 
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been taken up by friendB of the compahy, and that there was also a enm 
dne to your late brother.*^ When did the first Captain Bobertson die ? I 
do not recollect exactly. — ^Is that entry for atteudanoe on the executor ? 
Yes.— Master Bagshawe : That applies to Ck>lonel Bobertson I The Wit- 
ness : Then on the 10th of June, 1864 : — ** Captain Bobertson. Attending 

you ^^ — (By Master Bagshawe) : Bat if yon turn to the letter-book, you 

will find a letter of the 8th of June. I am merely reading tiioee entries 
which are found in my diary : — ''Attending yon ; leadiiur you letter I bad 
received from Mr. Seymour, stating Messrs. Brown and Price would giye 
up the securities to me, and, as you could not accompany me to receive 
them, making appointment to send them over to you. Attending on Mr. 
Brown with fetter to me from Mr. Seymour ; but, Mr. Brown not being in 
town, clerk said he had only received instructions to hand me over four 
Army and Nayy debentures ; giving him receint for same, and taking list 
of the other securities, viz. : 100 (£2 shares) Aaelaide Gold shares, 100 (£l 
per share) Foltimore Mine shares. Attending Captain Bobertson, by ap- 
pointment, and handing him over four Army and Navy Club debentures ; 
mforming him the reason the shares were not also given up, and that I 
should see Mr. Brown thereon."— (By Master Sir W. J. Alexander) : Did 
you ever receive those other shares ? No. — (By Master Greene) : Not the 
Club shares ? No.t — (By Master Greenwood) : Will vou read a list of 
those shares again ? Yes. '' And taking list of the other securities, viz., 
100 ;" and then the entry looks as if it were *' 100 2 shares,'* but, when I 
look at it, is like *'£2 shares''—'' 100 "—Mr. Seymour : I think that is a 
mistake of yours, Mr. Lefrt>y. The Witness : I cannot say, from my own 
entry, whether it is or not. Then there is " 100 f then I have got " £1 
per share," and it looks the same as the other one.— (By Master Greene) ; 
Have you any further entries of your interviews with Mr. Sevmour ? Then 
I have got on the 1 2th of June — ^' Wrote to Mr. Seymour asking receipts of 
Army and Navy Club debentures, and requesting him to cause the other 
securities to be given up." — (By Master Sir William Alexander) : Does it 
appear that any answer came to that ? No ; I think there is nothing 
afterwards to show. I considered really these things were valueless, and it 
was not worth while taking any steps about it. — ^Then there is a letter 
which Mr. Bagshawe wants — ^the 8th of June ? The first letter is the 16th 
of June. Was that the one — 1863 ? 

(By Master Bagshawb) : 16th of July, 1853 ; I think you have read that 
already. 

No, I have not " W. D. Seymour, Esq., M.P., on Circuit, York. — Sii*, 
Captain Bobertson has instructed me £ to take proceedings for the recovery 
of his property deposited by you, without his knowledge or authority, with 
Messrs. !raoe and Brown. I have seen Messrs. Price and Brown on the 

subject. Mr. H I have also seen, and he informs me you will not be 

in town before Tuesday next I shall, therefore, wait until the Thursday, 
and I beg to inform you, in the event of my not receiving the property on 
or before that day, I shall adopt immediate and most unpleasant proceed- 
ings." 

(By Master Sir William Alexakdsr) : What is the next ? 

Mr. Setmoub : Have you not got my reply from York to that letter f 

No ; the only one is that which I have produced. This is, " W. D. Sey- 
mour, Esq., M.P., &c, &c., 2, Upper Temple Lane : — Sir, — I am aware of 
the &ct8 connected with the deposit of Captain Eobertson's property with 
Messrs. Price and Brown, or I should not have written my letter of the 16th 
to you. Captain Bobertson having failed in obtaining his property, after 

* As to this misrepresentation, see ante. 

t He did receive <' the Club shares," but not the ''gold shares." 

1 He had then left town. 
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repeated promises that it should be'delivered up to him, had no other ooursc 
left than that adopted by him (acting under my advioe). On receipt of 
Captain Bobertaon's property, I am both ready and willing, on behalf of 
Captain Bobertson, to assist m setting other matters right. Captain Ro- 
bertson, I regret to sav, has been obliged to leave town oy the order of his 
fhysician, Sir G. Clark, bnt I will attend any appointment yon will make, 
am, your obedient Servant, G. B. Lbfroy." Therefore, Mr. Seymour 
having written me a letter, to which this is an answer, I wrote another to 
him.* 

Mr. Sktmour : In which Ireferredf if you reeoUectj to cirewnstances con" 
nected with the deposit. I suppose I may take it that, from the tone of your 
reply, I referred to drcumstanoes connected with the deposit ? 

Oh, I have no doubt you did. The next is 8th of June, 1854 : — ** Dear 
Sir,f — Captain Bobertson has just left me. He was, as you may suppose, 
much eurprised and disappointed, after what took place at the interview 
yesterday, on mv stating I had not heard from you. This matter is keep- 
ing Captain Bobertson in town, and must be arranged without further 
delay. I wiU call at your chambers at one o'clock to-morrow (Friday)." 
(By Master Baoshawe) : That interview is the one you have read. 
Yes. 

Mr. Sethour : Then there is my letter expressing ht surprise at his 
surprise I The Witness : The next is : — " Dear Sir, — I received the four 
debentures of the Army and Navy Club on Saturday, and handed them to 
Captain Bobertson. I was much disappointed at not also receiving 
100 Adelaide Gold shares, and 100 Poltimore Mine shares, owing to Mr. 
Brown's not having given any instructions about these shares. I 
will thank you to see Mr. Brown and request him to hand the 
shares to me without delay." I think that is the last letter. — 
By Master Sir Wm. Alexander: What is the document which 
states that Mr. Seymour held three acceptances of Captain Bobertson's 
of £500 each ? Master Bagshawe : On the 7th of June.—The Witness : 
What is the date of that, sir ? Master Sir W. Alexander : Yes, I want 
to know the date of it. There was the entry I have got here. — What is 
the date of it, do you say ? 7th of June, 1864. — ^Yes, and the statement 
about the three acceptances. ^' Attending you by appointment, and in- 
forming you that I had seen Mr. Brown, and that securities were still in 
his possession ; that I had been unable to get at secretary of Waller Gold 
Company, but I found the shares were worth not more than 6s. per share. 
Attending with you in the Temple on Mr. Digby Seymour, relative to his 
giving up shares belonging to your brother, deposited with Price and 
Brown, when he promis^ faithfully to see them this morning, and obtain 
the shares, and you should have them. He also stated that your late 
brother's name was to three bills of ;£600 each, with five other names." — 
With five other names ? With five other names. —Yes. " But that no 
liability attached to your brother, some having been taken up by friends 
of company ; and that there was also a sum due to your late brother," — 
which we daim, of ^^180.— Do you now ? Yes.— By Mr, Seymour : Due 
for what ?% I cannot tell you for what, but I have got Colonel Bobertson's 
loiter here now. — I merely ask you if you recollect what it was for i No, I 
do not.— Was it for attendance as a director ? or for the price of shares ? cm: 
what? No, I do not know what it was for. — By Master Bagshawe : That 
is the letter which I have mentioned. Mr. Seymour: I have already told 
the Bench, / have no objection to its being read. I only ask for some 

• Copies kept of both Mr. Lefroy's letters, and yet Mr. Seymour's originals not 
preserved I 

t The "Sir," of 1853 is the " Dear Sir," of 1854. 
X As to this, see post. 
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oonsideratioii for the poaHion in wbioh I am plaoed. Toa have no letter 
beyond the 12th of June, 1864. Master ^agahawe : No. — By Master 
Greenwood : Just look at this ; — ** I am much surpriaed at your expression 
of surprise/' Do yon think that can refer to what took place at an 
interview ? beoanse, von see, there is a letter, but there is no expression of 
surprise there, and, uierefore, it would be that there must have been an 
interview or private letter. It was from my diary. — He seems to be 

? noting a letter ? ''I am much surprised at your expression of surprise." 
am quite sure.— Master Greene : An expression of surprise is expressed 
in one letter. 

Master Sir W. Alezandkb : Yes ; that letter of Mr. Seymour's I under- 
stand has stated that Mr. Bobertson was indebted in ;£3,000 on three ac- 
ceptances, and on which he was not liable because they had been taken up 
by other parties, and there was a balance due to him of £180. 

Thb W itnvss : The only thing Captain Bobertson ever complained about 
was that they were left there for safe custody, and were taken away.* 

By Master Phillimorb : Left there for what ? 

Left there for safe custody, and taken away without his knowledge or 
authority. 

Do you know why he put them thsrb for safe custody ?t 

Why he did, 6ir ? 

Yes. 

No ; he was mott likely leaving his lodgings, and going out of town. He 
had no settled place of residence. 

By Master CTreenb : He was a director of the company ? 

Yes, and they had a strong room or strong box ; that was his object, if I 
recollect right. 

By Mr. Setmour : Asking a question on Mr. PhiUimore's question, allow 
me to ask, when did he tell you he put them there ? 

I should suppose they had been there some time. 

Have you any entry or correspondence — anything more than fiancy ? 1 
tdlyou it is more than fancy with me. They were not ai the office more than 
a clay or ttoo. 

No, I cannot say, only from what took place between Captain Bobertson 
and me ; he had stated that he had made application to you for them, and 
they must have been there a day or two. 

I ask you, do you know whether they were in the strong box of the 
company ? 

No, NOR WHETHER THET WERE IN THE STRONG BOX AT ALL ! I am Only 

stating what took place between him and me. He said, ^' I sent them to 
the company for safe custody," and I assumed from that there was a 
place of security tbere. He did not tell me that there was !{ 

Mr. Setmoub : I will tell the Bench how they came to the company's 
office presently. 

Master Treasurer : Mr. Seymour, have you any more questions to 
ask? 

Mr. Setmour : No, sir, not at this moment. Mr. Lefroy has, I suppose, 
thrown all the light he can upon the subject ! 

Master Sir W, Alexander : Have you any other questions to put to 
Mr. Lefroy ? 

Mr. Seymour : No. 

* Tet seven years after his death his name is used to support a charge of felont ! 

t A most important question, as will be seen. 

X So Mr. Bagshawe's dark imputation about the company's " strong box/' rests 
after all on the " assumption" of Mr. Lefroy ; who was not even told so by Captain 
Bobertson ! And this is the reckless way in which a charge of the blackest cha- 
racter is made, after a lapse of seven years, against a gentlemau, a member of 
Parliament, occupying professional rank, and holding a judicial office ! 
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Master Bagbhawb : Will 7011 let me have that letter, and I will restore 
it to yon ? 

Mr. Lefbot : Yes, sir {leaving the room). I assure yon, sir, I only came 
to speak to what took phuce, and I have no other feeling in the matter.* 

Mr. Sethour : ThcU is the feeling, according to tnemedvee, of aU the 
principal tntneeees against me /t 

{The Witness withdrew,) 

Mr. Setm oiTR : Now, sir, I shall at onoe answer this thing, because it is 
a matter, if the Court will allow me, in which I may say I am really 
rejoiced it is brought before them. K anything could illustrate the hard- 
ship of my position, and the grueltt which has been practised upon me 
— raking up a matter of this kind at the end of nearly eight years after it 
had taken place, when the principal opportunities of meeting the charseB 
are lost to me^ some by the nand of death, and some by removal— it is this 
very charge ; and I am going to make my observations as calmly as the 
circumstances will allow me. 

Master Treasurer : Just allow me one minute, if you please. I do not 
know whether his case has closed yet. 

Master Bagshawe : Yes, sir, 1 think that the whole case, as fiur as I 
know, is before you, with the exception of the letter I now hold in my hand, 

(Mr. SEYMOUR was directed to withdraw) 

Mr. Setmour : You will distinctly understand that I ask it to be read, 
sir, provided Captain Greene's is read too.t 

(Mr. SEYMOUR withdrew.) 
(The bench deliberated,) 
(Mr. SEYMOUR was again called in,) • 

Master Treasurer : Mr. Seymour, the Bench are of opinion that Colonel 
Robertson's letter, which Mr. Bagshaw^has referred to, cannot be used. 

Mr. Seymour : Can ? 

Master Treasurer : Cannot be used in evidence. 

Master Treasurer : The Bench have decided that as Captain Greene's 
letter is not to be read, Colonel Robertson's cannot be read either. 

Mr. Sethour : There is this distifiction between Captain Greene's and 
Colonel Robertson's : Captain Greene's is a copy of notes made at the 
TIME ; Colonel Robertson's is a staiemerUy I suppose, of what he heard from 
his brother. 

Master Treasurer : Mr. Seymour, we have nothing to do with that. 

Mr. Seymour : Very well, sir. 

THE EXPLANATION. [5th Meeting, p. 27.] 

I have very few words to say, and very few observations to address to 
yoTi. Those observations I make quite unprepared ; I only give you the 
facts of the case, speaking as I do from my heart ; because, if there could 
be a case that would illustrate my position, and show how a man, perfectly 
innocent, may be surrounded with a certain amount of facts which will, if 
left unexplained, prejudice him and go against him — it is this case ! If 
there were anything, moreover, that could illustrate the misfortune of my 
present position, looking to the lapse of time which has taken place since 
these events occurred, it is this : — ^You are now inquiring into a matter the 

* This protestation of impartiality comes well from the lips of the man who 
actually wrote to Colonel Robertson and produced, after the enquiry began, a 
letter which contained statements Mr. Lefroy must have known to be unfounded 
in fact! 

t ''Robertson's case," was taken by the Benchers after "Parker's Caae," 
which accounts for this remark. 

% The importance of Captain Greene's will appear in Parkerls case. 
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original inception of which took place in Febroaiy, 1863 ; and ainoe that 
time death has been mowing down, to a sinffolar degree, and to an alarm- 
ing extent, persons who were associated wiUi me in that matter, and who 
would have been, if living, the best witnesses in my behalf. And perhaps 
the most singular thing of all is this : — ^The other day, when Mr. Bagshawe 
called my attention to this case, he said, and said very naturally to me, 
" Mr. Brown ought to come.^' Consecmentlv, having received that intima- 
tion from Mr. Bagshawe, I went up to Mr. BroAvn's office ; I walked in, and 
saw a young man, his son, in the room. I said to him, '* Will you tell your 
father I am anxious to see him ? He replied, with a long &oe, ** You do 
not know, then, that my £Ekther is dead f He died a month ago.'' Now, 
sir, had this charge been made btU six weeks ago^ I could have called him ; 
he was a man of the highest character and greatest respectability, and was 
one of Baron Bothschild's brokers. He could have made'the matter mathe- 
matically clear, and could have established my case. He was the man by 
whom those shares were received ; he was aware of everything connected 
with those shares, as far as the deposit of them was concerned ; and now, 
through one of those unhappy fatalities which have beset me throughout, I 
am in this manner, by the hand of death, deprived of the man who would have 
been able to ^ive the best evidence for me I However, sir, I must bow to 
the decrees of Providence, and will rest upon the truth ; and I will tell you 
what it is. I have already, in the course of the observations I have made 
to the Bench, called vour attention to the beginning, middle, and end of the 
sufferings I have endured. A young member of Parliament, returned for 
Sunderland, having incurred expenses which were very heavy, in that gold* 
mining mania I was tempted, unfortunately, in an evil hour, to accept the 
office which was pressed upon me, of chairman of the Waller Gold Mining 
Companv. Until that time I neverv held a share, and I never was mixed with 
the Stock Exchange at all till that moment. Till then my fame was per- 
fectly pure, and my name untarnished. But then I went into the City. I 
had to attend still to my profession, and T often had to delegate my position 
in the City to others. I was down on the Northern Circuit in 1853. The 
Waller Mining Company had come to light at the close of 1852, and it was 
in the fourth month of its existence when this nnsfortune befel me. I will 
tell you what it was. The directors of the Waller Gold Mining Company 

had associated themselves with a man of the name of L ; and 

whether they were originally misled by him or not, I do not know ; they 
thought they would be doing well ; either they would benefit the company 
or benefit themselves ; and they entered into an arrangement to purdiase 
shares upon the market, and so, getting the market up to a certain price, 
they would divide the proceeds among them. I said at first that where the 
object was to support an unfairly depressed market, I had no objection to 
buying shares, and that so far I thought the transaction an honest one ; but 
I had a strong objection to what is called *' rigging the market." WeU, I 

went down to my Circuit, after having told them to beware of L — , 

for I feared he would deceive them. I did not, I suppose, express my mind 
with sufficient firmness. When I was away shares were bought on the 
market ; my name was mentioned in connection with the company ; and 
shares were bought and bought until I received intimation that they were 
run up. to ;^ ! I immediatdy came up to London by express train. When 
I came up I expressed myself in very strong terms that my name should 
have been associated with such a disgracdul proceeding. I went to the 
office, where I saw a number of the directors — Captain Kobertson, Major 
Beed, Mr. M , and I think Mr. Croffcon, and other gentlemen. Cap- 
tain Bobertson is dead, Major Reed is dead, and Mr. Crofton is dead I Mr. 

M is on the continent. However, there they were, sitting at tiie 

Board. I told them they were all fools ; I expressed myself very strongly 
upon it ; and, I said, the greatest felly you have committed is trusting 
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L ; I believe ke will deceive you, and be a traitor to yoa ; and <m 

the last day of the montb, when the aooount day comes, he will betray yon 
and deliver the shares." Well, they were frightened ; but the next day 
they heard that L had got the shares from hla bankers, and from pri- 
vate intelligence, learned he was going to deliver them. The directors said, 
^ What then f" I said to them, ** Meet the matter like men of honour : 
you have contracted debts — ^meet them ; I will fro in with you : but meet it 
like men of honour." I said, moreover, ^ I will bring down my property, 
you do your best ; each of you bring his property, and meet me here to- 
morrow, and I will do what I can to get the brokers to take the property as 
security, and so tide over the difficulty." 

Master Grbeme : When was this t 

Mr. Setxoub : The 26th of Februanr, 1853. The 88t4 of FAmary eame^ 
€md it is a day that will for me he dwaye marked with a black mark/ — I 
came up to the office on that day, and, unfortunately. Captain Robertson was 
not there. Then I found all my predictions were true. L— ^ — delivered the 
shares. There was a rush, sir, over to the compam[*s offices. Shares came 
pouring in. Several brokers sent over, saying, ** What is the meaning (k 
this I" Some said, " We are in for so many thousands." Others said, 
*' We are in for so many hundreds." One said, " I am in for £6flO0, 
What shall we do f Baakruptoy is before us — insolvency." And really, 
sir, it was a painful sight for me. I said, ** Let us meet it if we can ; at 
all events," I said, "yo* shaU not be ruined ; I will be ruined first. I am 
chairman of the company. My name has been pledged without my autho- 
rity ; but I will ruin myself rather than you should be, from trusting 
in my name." I began with the largest claimants. I cave them, under 
my hand, cheques for a very lar^e amount on the baiucers, and I gave 
them bills under my hand for jt5,500, and of which I declare, upon my 
sacred honour, not one shUiing ever came into my pocket, for my (x^ 
directors were not able to reimburse me ! Then, sir, came the way of 
dealing with Mr. Helps ; and I remember I said most distindlv to Major 
Seed and the others, " Something may be done with IVice and Brown to 
obtain aid. But they must have security." I had brought to the office a 
variety of securities, not onl^r Waller shares, but other property of mine. 
It was of considerable value just then. The securities of Captain Bobert- 
son amounted, we were told to-day, to something like ;£3,000 ; they did not 
amount to a sixth of that ! those Adelaide shares were worth nothing ; 
the Foltimore shares were worth nothing. I will tell you how that afraar 

of Captain Bobertson's occurred. I said, " What have you got, H T 

and I said, " What have you got f ' to others. Mr. H gave, I think, 

Foltimore shares. Major Beed said, ^' Captain Bobertson left soms securities 
here for the purpose of meeting this crisis." That was the first time I heard 
of the securities of Captain Kobertson being at the office. I never had 
seen them or heard of them till then. They were then put into bundles ; 
my securities were put into one, and Captain Bobertoon s securities, with 
some other shares, into another. Major Beed took one bundle, and Mr. 

H took another* We went over to Price and Brown's and we then 

handed into the hands of Price and Brown those securities to raise a sum 
of ^2,500 to pay Mr. Helps, the stodcbroker, a debt which I did not contract, 
and for which I only became liable by adopting it, and for eveiy farthing 
of which Captain Bobertson, and his co-directors, were primarily liable ! 
Well, sir, after this unfortunate affair of Feb. 28th took place, I insisted on 
the resignation of all the directors except Captain Bobertson ; I had much 

* Mr. Seymour has been compelled to rewrite a part of his statement here, for, 
as it appears in the Benchers* Report, it Is an incoherent jumble, totally at variance 
with what Mf. Se3rmour said, and with the evidence he produced. (It forms pages 
29, 30, and 31, of their Report, 5th Meeting.) 

3 



18 MB. DIOBT BBTMOUR's YINDICATIOir. 

faith in him. I have heard Buch things to-night that I cannot think them 
accurate, for Captain Bobinson remained to his death a director of the 
company ! When application was afterwards made to me for those 
securities, I heard the statement made that Captain Robertson had intended 
those club debentures for another purpose, ana had taken them up to the 
office for that other purpose. It was stated that what roused the anger of 
Captain Kobertson was, that he hAd intended that his own friend and 
broker, through whom he had made purchases, should have the first 
benefit of those securitiea When this application was made to me, I found 
myself placed in a false position ; I found myself, if that statement was 
correct, sanctioning an act in perfect ignorance of the real wishes 
of the owner of those securities, and under those circumstances I 
consulted Captain Robertson's interest instead of my own. I went over 
and saw my solicitor, Mr. Cotterill, of Thmgmorton Street, and from him 
I went on to Messrs. Price and Brown, and told them what I have told 
you, I said '* Captain Robertson is not a rich man : he is a military man, 
and does not understand business matters, and he holds me responsible for 
the misunderstanding about these securities. Do not yon think the best 
course you can pursue is to give them up ? You are abundantly secured." 
Mr. Price said, ** If you say the debt will be paid, we shall be very happy to 
give them up." An«r some delay they were obtained ; I did all I could to 
obtain them, and did obtain them. These securities were arranged to be 
given up to Captain Robertson. They were redeemed at my expense. If 
there was a mistake I was not the cause of it, and in setting it ri^t I alone 
was the sufferer. 

Look at my position ) Not only have I lost these parties who could 
have given evidence on my behalf, but my letters to Mr. Lefroy are lost ! 
Surely this is the quintessence of misfortune, that these parties and these 
letters are not produced or forthcoming ! I can only tell the Bench, upon 
my solemn honour, that, as far as I am concerned. Captain Robertson and 
those connected with him ehovM hefuU of a debt of de&pest gratitude to me^ 
He was liable in common with myself ^r j£30,000. 1 saved him besides 
from paying £3,000 to the Comm«*cial Bank, and took upon myself those 
bills. I paid two bills of ^1,500 each. I could have sued him for contri* 
bution, but I thought I would not. He had not much money ; he was in 
failing health ; so I thought he might as well be released, and I took the 
whole liability upon myself. That is my answer to this case ! The only 
person whom I can call to-night before you is a gentleman I called in 
Parker's case. On this point his memory must be far more clear than in a 
matter in which he was not directly concerned, on which he spoke the 
other night. I mean, Mr. Hudson. Mr. Hudson is close in the neigh- 
bourhood. I have not asked him what he could say in this case ; I have 
prepared no witnesses, and have no witnesses' proofs written out. I believe 
he will fortify me in everything I have said. In conclusion, sii*, I wish the 
Bench to remember this — the case is one of fearful moment to me. Here 
am I, I have been fifteen years at the bar : I have been Member of Par- 
liament for Sunderland ; since then, I have been returned for Southampton ; 
I am a husband, and I am a father ; and yet I am to be imperilled upon evch 
evidence as you have heard I Sir, Mr. Lefroy's brother and Mr. Pi-ice, and 
other members of the bar, I know have a deep and personal interest in 
driving me from the Northern Circuit ; but I implore this Bench not to 
allow themselves to be made the instruments of doing so ! For the last six 
years of my life I have devoted myself purely and honestlv to my profession ; 
I have not allowed myself to be beguiled from its pursuit by any temptation ; 
I have been connected with nothing which can i^imish my name, and I ask 
the Bench to do me justice ! 

Master Grebnwooi) ; Let me ask you, Mr. Seymour, one question as to a 
fact. You say, Captain Robertson repudiated the making use of this 
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fleccuity, insteiid of giving it to hia own broker. Do yon know who his 

own broker was ? 

Mr. Setmoub: My impression is that it was P - ; I speak 

tenderly and with hesitation. I do not know that is the n^me. 

Master Sir W. J. Alexander : Can you tell me when Major Beed died t 

Mr. Seymour : No. 

Master Greene : He sat for Abingdon» 

Mr. Setmour : Bobertson wsls succeeded by Mr. Crofton. Captain 
Bobertson is dead, Major Beed is dead^ Mr. Croilon is deady Mr. Cotterill is 
dead, Mr. Brown is dead; and to crown the thing, there was a broker in 
the City with whom Captain Bobertson tmnsaoted business, a Mr. Cannon, 
of Tokenhouse Yard. I actually sent on to know whether he could give 
any information about this affiur, and was informed that he too was dead 1 

Master Phillimore : You say Price could not give any information. 

Mr. Set hour: Oh! yes. I called last week, and I asked to see Mr. 
Price, and I said, " Do you remember anv circumstjinces connected with 
the deposit of shares, in 1853 ?" " WelJ," he said, *• I have only a dim 
and indistinct recollection : Mr. Brown attended to all these things ; but,'' 
he said, *' here is my clerk, Mr. Jacques, he was with us at the time : he 
can give you the information." Mr. Jacques came in, and then I men- 
tioned the matter to him ; he said, ** There were, I think, yourself and one 
or two other gentlemen with moustachios, and you all brouglit the shares, 
and they were bundled down at the time." I said, ** Did you ever hear any 
imputation a^inst me ?" He said, " No.*' I can call him : he was a clerk 
to Price and Brown at the time. He would be happy to come and throw 
ajiy light npon the matter he can. 

Master Treasurer : You propose, Mr. Seymour, to examine Mr. 
Hudson ? 

Mr. Seymour : Yes. That debt of Price and Brown's was j62,500 
originally. When I applied under the Private Arrangement Act, it was 
.£314. I paid it down to J&314 out of my own pocket. I only mention that 
as throwing some light on my own conduct, and the real cause of my sub- 
sequent enu)arrassmentili 

EVIDENCE m SUPPOBT OP THE EXPLANATION. 

Mr. EDWABD NEEYES HUDSON called in and Examined hy MR. 

SEYMOUR [5th Meeting, p. 36.] 

Mr. Hudson, the Honoarable Bench are at present inquiring into a certain 
alleged dealing of mine with certain securities of the late Captain Bobert- 
son ; I shall be very much obliged to you if you will take your own way in 
stating to the Bench the circumstances connected with Captain Bobertson 
and his securities— that you recollect. Do you wish me to go any further 
back than the actual occasion of your dealing with the secivities ? — The 
Bench are not inquiring into the Waller Company, but I think you had 
better begin, as near as you can, with the circumstances of 1853. Well, I do 
not know really where to begin. I remember, of course, February, 1853 — 
I will tell you, first of all, the occasion of Captain Bobertson bringing in 
those shares (I do not know what they were) to the Waller Ofiice. I was 
at Brighton ; I was not in town at all ; but I do remember, on the 28th of 
February, 1853, when those heavy claims pressed on you and your friends, 
there were some sliares or securities of Captain Bobertson's, and that you 

and the late Major Beed, and I think Mr. H , left that office with 

tJtiem about three or four o'clock in the afternoon of that day, and returned 
without them ; and it was then understood in the room that they had been 
left with Messrs. Price and Brown, with other securities, as security for an 
advance of money which bad taken place. — For an advance of money, or for 
the price of shares I No ; I think for an advance of money. - By the 
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Master Treasiirer ; An adTanoe of money to whom 7 To the gentlemen 
who were connected in the matter — ^to a nnmber of gentlemen ; not to thtf 
Waller Company ; not in their capacity of direeton ofthe Waller Company ; 
rather for the purpose of meeting private engafements.— By Mr. Seymonr : 
On the Stock Exchange 7 Tee ; 1 was not a <urector of the Waller at that 
time. I became a dirwtor subsequently, appointed by the shareholders ; but 
at that time I was not a director. — Do you recollect whether the liabilities of 
t^e directors were lanre, or not 7 Oh ! I know that they were ; they were 
epresented to me to be large. — Sereral thousands? Very many thousands, 
quite ^0,000.— Quite ^£30^000 7 The impression I took was— in fiict, I 
know they were some such sum as that. — Do you recollect whether Captain 
Bobertson was there that day 7 No, he was not. — ^Do you reoolleet whether' 
any person represented him— acted for him at the time, or appeared to act 
for him 7 Oh, yes, I know Major Beed, who introduced him to the Waller, 
who was his firiend, acted for him ; and I remember, when the Question of 
meeting with your difficulties that day arose, that Major Beea spoke of 
those securities, and I know that Captain Bobertson cave a security — he 

contributed. There was a Mr. M , I know, brought down the lease of 

his house as his contribution ; the only thing he was prepared to give. I 
think aU those things were considered to be available for the purpose of meet' 
ing the liabilities on that occasion, — Each brought oown securities for the 
common purpose of meeting liabilities 7 SeTcraL — Sereral 7 Not the^ 

whole ; some of them, I know. I think Mr. M , Captain Bobertson* 

and Miajor Beed, brought down securities. — ^By Master Treasurer : Captain 
Bobertson 7 Securities were there belonging to him ; I mean, that they 
had been brought there. — By Mr. Seymour : They had been brought there 7 
Yes. — By Master Phillimore : You do not remember the occasion of 
Captain Bobertson bringing them 7 No ; I remember their being there^ 
ana they were stated to be Captain BobertsoQ'& 1} was away.— Do you 
know for what object they where deposited by Captain Bobertson 7 Mr. 
Seymour : Brought, you mean 7 As I imderstand you, ior what object- 
were they brought down to this place 7 

(By Master Phillimore :) No ; you say you did not know Captain 
Bobertson brought the shares there. For what purpose were they depo- 
sited there by Captain Bobertson 7 

For the purpose of raising money ftith a mew ef meeting the settling day 
on the 28th of Fehrua^, 

Are you sure of that 7 

lam perfectly '^^^^ that; there eotdd he no other object with which they 
were brought there. They were put into a tin box ; I know that. 

How long before the settling day 7 

I do not Know ; within a week. 

Master Treasureb : We had better let Mr. Seymour conduct his own 
examination. 

Mr. Seticoub : I declare, I thank the Bench, I hare no particular order 
of examination. I am following the order of my examination from my 
own recollection. 

(By Mr. Seymour) : Did that tin box contain Mr. M ^s lease and 

other securities for the same purpose 7 

I know there was a tin box specially bought and specially used for the 
purpose of that speculation, or operation, whatever you choose to call it, 
and I remember on that day (for I was there early), I remember the first 
shares being brought into the office, and my being asked for them about 
twelve at noon, and then that box was brought out from a place of safety 

by Mr. M . I have a vivid recollection of what took place on that 

day ; I shall not forget it. I remember his taking out a number of papers 
and documents which were there ; he took up his lease, and said that was 
all the security he was ready to contribute. 
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Mr. M yon hare mentioiied ; — ^wm he the pencm who attended 

to the parchaae of the shaiee — and had he the kej of the box I Yee. — Do 

you Imow where Mr. M is now ? No, I thmk I heard of him when I 

wae in Ftois last^ a week ago, and we were talking to a friend of M % 

and accidentally his name waa mentioned, and I nid when last I heard of 
him he was on the Continent ; where I do not know. — So fikr as these 
general liabilities went with the Tarions brokers among the directors, and 
so on, can you sa^, from yonr recollection, were they a common inrestment 
on the common Lability of all ? 

Oh, yea. 

With the various brokers? 

Well, I do not know what view the broken took of it ; I know yonr 
friends had that feeling-M)r yonr friends without yon. / am wider the 

IMPRE8SIOH THAT TOU DID NOT ORIODTATB THAT OPXKATION. As SOOn SS I 

heaid anything of that sort being in progress I protested against it, 
although I was not in any way TOond by what took place, i occupied 
quite an independent position. 

Upon whom, at that time, did the greater risk fkll — ^I mean, with 
regard to the deposit of securities^ who contribtUed mod to the common 
IxSnlUyt 

Oh, tou did. Ton took thb wholb liabiutt oh yourself that 
AFTERNOON, and I said at the time^ vetyfooUthl^, and eo I think etiU,* 

Do you remember advising me strongly agamst it I 

Yes. 

Do YOU remember Mr. M advising me to go over and refuse to pay 

the debt ? 

Yegy on Monday, I know, the 28th of February ; the 21st was also a 
Monday. I do remember all the drcumstanoes attending that operation ; 
and this I knew, that it was one which must end unfortimately for you and 
your friends, and I remember strongly urging upon them all, Captain 
Bobertson and others, particularly Captain I&bertson, because he defended 

L , who was the guiding genius — I recommended them all strongly 

to go over to the Chairman of the Stock Exchange, Mr. Hutchinson, and 
to explain the entire matter to him, and place themselves in the hands of 
the Committee of the Stock Exchange, out my expostulations led to no 
result. In order that I should stand clear of everything I went to 
Brighton. I said I should appear before them next Monday, and that it 
would bring about serious results. — Do you remember the brokers coming 

over to the waller office ? Yes. — Do you remember Mr. T ? No, I 

think his manager, Mr. B , came. — Do you remember the represen- 
tations made to me ? I think the common representation by them all was 
that they would be made bankrupt that afternoon ! 

Without receiving a portion from my co-directors, and knowing that I 
might go to the Committee of the Stock Exchange, did I not take upon 
myself j£30,000 to save their honour and my own ? 

I cannot state the amount. You must liave taken very heavy liabilities 
upon yourself. I saw you give bills to the extent of some ;£iO,0(X) that 

atltemoon ; between J^fiOO and £6,000 to T , alone, or to Mr. 

TSt , the manager of T . 

Mr. Setmour: It does not occur to me, at this moment, to ask any more 
questions. 

By Master Sir William Alexander : What waa your connection with 
it ? I will tell it frt>m the first. — What office did you hold in it ? No office. 
Captain Smith had a title to the mine. He asked me to promote a com- 

♦ Mr. Hudson gives Mr. Seymour credit for the act, but calls it "/o%." 
The Benchers refuse to give Mr. Seymour credit for the act, because they say it 
would have been one of '' romantic generosity r See the " Judgment/' pod. 
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pany for tbe purchaae of that mine ; I undertook that office, and, of eoonse, 
was to get directors. — Were yon a director f No. — ^A provisional director ? 
No. I shonld have consideied an office of that kind inconsistent with the 
office of promoter. Bnt I saw what was going on, and that this proceeding 
was qnestionable in eyery respect, and not to do any permanent good to 
any one. — ^Did yon attend meetings of the directors; as board meetings? 
Yes, frequently ; very frequently they were not there to see to the appli- 
cation for shares. — By Master Kodwell : When did yonr connection with 
the Waller Company cease? Finally, yon mean, sir? — ^Yes. Late in the 
antumn of 1856; that is, except as a shareholder. I think I have 1,250 
shares. — Did yon hear that Captain Bobertson had made a claim for these 
shares on Mr. Se3rmoTir ? I have heard it. — ^Did yon hear it at the time? 
I have, I did hear it. — Would you not have paid some attention to a claim 
of that description made by Captain Bobertson on Mr. Bigby Seymoar ? 
No doubt I should, sir. — Do you remember whether your recollection wa» 
called to such a claim for the return of these shares ? I know Mr. Seymour 
told me that such a claim had been made. — Can you tell me when about 
that was ? I should think it was within a month or so after the occurrence. 
I have already referred to the 28th of February. — By whom did yon 
imderstand it was made ? By the solicitors of Captain Kobertson ; arid I 
remember, I thought it rather curious, and after a fact which I have not 
mentioned — on the afternoon of the 28th of February, it was made a 
condition by Mr. Seymour, that as the members of that board had failed 
to assist, and wei*e involved in this matter, he required them all to give 
him their resignations ; and I know their resignations were given to nim 
iu writing. — And Captain Bobertson ? Captam Bobertson was not there 
that afternoon — Mr. Seymour desired to serve with him — ^the only person, 
I believe, with whom he had no dissatisfaction. But Captain Bobertson, 
who was then ill, very ill indeed at home, about a week or a fortnight after, 
came to the office and took his seat at the board, and I conversed with him 
then. Nothing was said aboat these securities. I thought it afterwards 
curious that if he had a demand he did not name. — You never heard of that 7 
No, I never heard that. I have subsequently ; a long time subsequently. — 
ByMaster Greenwood : You stated, Mr. Hudson, that although you do not 
remember their being broi^ht by him to the office, you remember that 
they were brought there by Captain Bobertson for security in this difficulty ? 
I know it from what took place on the last preceding settling day — ^the 14th 
of February. That was met, with very CTeat difficulty; and I then stated 
my own objection to what they were flien engaged in, for I knew the 
gentlemen who assisted them — ^uiat his only object was, sooner or later, to 
deceive and sell them; and I remember Captain Bobertson then telling 
me that my objection was not a proper one, and that this gentleman had 
behaved honourably to them up to tiiat time. — By Master Kodwell : Who 
was that gentleman ? Mr. L — -— . — Is he living or dead ? Oh, I saw him, 
I passed nim in Comhill, a week or two ago. — By Master Treasurer: 
What is he ? He is a man of large means now, I know. 

By Master Sir W. Alexander : Is he a stock-broker ? 

No ; he follows no particular occupation. Captain Bobertson, on that 
occasion, spoke of his readiness to contribute in any way that he could ; and 
he suggested that a fund should be at once formed to subscribe to in order 
to meet the next settling day. I was asked whether I could do anything 
to assist them ; and I think I went to the Commercial Bank and requested 
them to assist ; and they did either then or previously ; but I think it was 
on that settling day ~they discounted the joint acceptance of those gentlemen 
for ^,000.* Captain Bobertson said that he had some Army and Navt 

* Part of this sum was subsequently represented by the bills, to which Mr. 
Lcfroy alludes as having been mentioned by Mr. Seymour. 
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Club debknturbs, and hb would briho tbbm down wok thb purposb or 
BEING CHARQED IN ANT WAT, 80 that I was not at all surprised, on the 28th, 
to find that Captain Bobertson's securities were there. 

(By Master Kknnalls) : Were you not then surprised at the claim for a 
return of his securities ? 

/ tffaSt certainly ; but I am not at all certain that it was more than 
a request that they should be returned, until after the death of Captain 
Eobertson. 

(By Master Trbabubbr) : Was Cantain Robertson responsible for the 
advances for which these shares were aeposited ? 

To the depositees ? 

To the depositees ? 

I should think not ; I do not know the circumstances. Mr. Seymour 
made use of his private connection with Price and Brown for obtaining the 
money ; whether he informed anybody else I do not know. 

Captain Robertson was involved in t]iat transaction, was he Hot ? 

I think so ; I know a part of that money was applied, — at least I have a 
strong impression that it was — to carrv out the arrangements made by 
Captain Robertson that afbemoon. I know that Captain Robertson on 
that day stood to pay a large sum of money ;* I should say it was at least 
£1,200 or £1,500, because I know they had bought 6,000 of those shares 
and they were at about £3 premium each share. 

(By Master Greenwood) : To whom ? 

Oh, I think to Messrs. C and P . 1^. C i^ow dead I 

know he employed them. I went with him on one occasion. When I said, 
** I know," I have a strong impression that he employed them ; and I 

accompanied him one day to Messra C land P . — ^By Mr. Seymour:) 

You spoke about Price and Brown advancing money ; can vou speak posi- 
tively whether it was a liability for shares bought ? I think your position 
with Price and Brown that day was, that you individuallv stood to pay a 
sum of money to them as you did to other brokers ; but beyond that you 
^ot assistance to the extent of £2,500. I think this is so ; I think so ; this 
IS my impression of the circumstances. I think when you, and Reed, and 

H returned to the office, it was stated that £2,500 had been obtained 

from Price and Brown. — For what purpose ? For the purpose of paying 
other brokers.t I know that money was paid to a Mr. Berkeley ; and 1 
think money was paid to a Mr. Dowling ; different brokers. I know they 
were constantly clamouring for their money, and said they would be baok- 
mpt unless it was paid. *■ 

Were all these brokers acting for a common purpose ? 

They might have been in concert. 

(By Master Greene) : Are you aware, personally, whether Captain 
Robertson had adopted any of these transactions out of which those liabi- 
lities sprung ? 

Oh I that is unquestionable, 

(By Master Treasurer) : That he had f 

That he had. He had great faith in that gentleman, Mr. L , and so 

had Mr. M . Those gentlemen frequently met together — Captain 

Robertson,! Mr. M , and Mr. L , and, I suppose, with nobody else 

present ; and there they arranged what should be bought. 

(By Master Greene) : Were you present ? I have l^n present, but not 
frequently ; but I know Captain Robertson was, from the circumstance that 
he depended on L . When I told him that it was a mere vulgar plot 

♦ "Which Mr. Seymour paid, and of which he never received one Bhilling from 
Capt. Robertson ! This was exclusive of the i&2'500 advanced by Price and Brown. 

■f The cheque for £2,500 was paid to Mr. Helps. Mr. Seymour gave Berkeley 
and Dowling orders on his agents, Messrs. Goodall, Chilton, and Co. 
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to get money, then Captain Bobertscm defended him, and insisted on pro- 
oecwUng as wej had been prooeeding. Therefore I knew that he sanctioned 
the baying, and I knew that he himself bouffht shares, and I think he 

bought them from O— and P . (By Master Treasorer) : And out 

of these transactions the liabilities sprang ? As to these, I know Captain 
Bobertson had a verr heavy liability that afternoon on which he nught have 
been sued. — (By MBster Kodwell) : With his own brokers f With the 
brokers, whoever they were. — ^I believe Price and Brown were Mr. Sey- 
mour's own brokers. — (By Mr. Se3nnour) : Whether you can answer that or 
aot, you believe Uiey were gentlemen of great respectability. You answered 
the question that Captain Kobertson stood to lose a lafge amount with his 
own orokers. I ask, if you mean his direct liability wiui his own broker 7 
Tes. — Irrespective of his honourable liability to others ? Tes, or with 
the Commercial Bank. — ^Who took that loss upon themselves ? / bdieve 
you did ; in fact, I think I remember I myself got that £5,000 bill given 
up — no, I did not ; I believe they released every one but yourself. — But my- 
self ? Tes. — ^Tou have said that I insisted on all the directors retiring 
except Captain Bobertson ? Yes. — A question was put in the form of an 
affirmative ; I did not like to give the answer. I do not remember any 
complaint of their conduct being made. What I do remember was, that a 
message came over, brought by a friend of yours who was assisting you that 
day in negotiating, or something else ;* he came over and he mentioned in 
my presence that it was insistedon by your friends, I think it was, that all 
those gentlemen should resign with the exception of Captain Bobertson ; 
and they all did then sign a resignation. — (By Master Greene) : When did 
you first become a director of the Waller Company 7 I became a director 
first at a meeting of all the shareholders, called very shortly after these 
occurrences. — ^In the same year 7 Oh, yes, in the month of March ; this 
was the last day of February. There was a meeting called, and a new 

board was constituted. ALr. T represented a great many shares. 

Every share, I think, was represented at that meeting, and they agreed to 
reconstitute the company. — ^And then you became a director 7 And then 
I was asked to become a director. — In what capacity were you considered 
to be acting in these transactions previous to that 7 As promoter. — ^Merely 
as promoter 7 My object as promoter was to set the bargain I had made 
witli the company completed ; to see it carried out. Then I became an in- 
dependent shareholder — a shareholder that was invited to join the board, 
and I did so. — (By Master Bagshawe) : Was Mr. Seymour one of the 
directors when you became a director 7 Yes. — And Bobertson 7 And 
Bobertson. — (By Master Sir Wh. Alexander): How long did Captain 
Bobertson continue a director 7 Captain Bobertson continued a director 
to his death, but he did not come many times to the board ; he was con- 
tinually ilL There is no doubt he was for many months. — ^You continued 
a director 7 I continued a director uninterruptedly, until late in the 
autumn of 1855, and then I retired.-— TBy Master Bagshawe) : He died in 
1854 7 I am speaking of mycelf, until the 31st November, 1855. I was 
a^ain asked, at a meeting called in March, 1856, when the company was in 
difficulty, to join the boiuxl acain, and I then joined it on Mr. Seymour's 
retirement.— H[By Master Pnillimore) : Do you happen to know when 
Major Beed died 7 — ^I only know it from the newspapera. But when ? 
About two years ago ; it was after Major Beed stood for Finsbury, at the 
last election.— (By Master Greene) : He died very shortly after, did he 
not 7 I believe so. — (By Master Phillimore) : About two years ago ? 
Bather more ; I think it was two or three years ago. 

(The Witness then tnthdrew.) 



* Mr. Chilton. 
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Mr. SisncouR : [6th Meeting, p. 7.1 1 have brought Mr. FHce^ of the firm 
of Price and Brown. Ithonghi if he could throw any light on Captain 
Bobertson's afbdr, it would be better to have him here. He u in 
attendance. 

THOMAS PRICE, Esq., called. Examined by Mr. SeymoHtr. 

Were yon a partner with the late Mr. Brown, and one of the firm of 
Price and Brown, brokers, in the City ? 
Yes. * 

No. 4, Chan^ AUev ? No. 4, Change Alley. — ^I believe Mr. Brown, your 
partner, is lately dead ? Yes.— When did he die ? The 28th of last month, 
the month of May —yes. — Did you or he, in the usual course of business in 
connection with your establishment, attend to any transaction connected 
with the deposit of securities ? Mr, Brown, my partner, almott invariably 
took possession of aU securiti^ ; I attended to the m irket more particularly. 
— ^He was the partner who remained in the office while you were on ue 
market ? He remained in the office. — Now, sir, I will just recall you, if 
you please, to the 28th of February, 1853. Yes. — Was that the settling 
day on the Stock Exchange, do you recollect? I cannot exactly say 
whether that was the settling day without referring. I should think most 
likely it was ; but I could not tell without referring to the books. The 
settlmg days are always the middle and the end of the month ; it is most 
likely it would have been the 28th. — By Master Treasurer : That is the 
last day of February ? I do not know exactly what day of the week it fell 
upon ; it would not be on Saturday— a settling day. — ^By Mr. Seymour : I 
have a vivid recollection of its being settling day. It was most likely to be 
settling day. — Do you remember any application being made to you that 
day by me, or by me with others, for an advance of money ? Yes^ I do; 1 
was in the office at the time. — When the application was made for the 
advance ? When the application was made for the advance. 

Can you state — I wish you to state to the Court, as far as you can — state 
what the purpose of the advance was. 

Yes ; you and others brought a quantity of securities, and wanted an 
advance of ^2,500. 

By Master Baqshawe : In cash ? 

In cash — .£2,500 in cash ; a draft on our bankers was the same thing — 
for <£2,500 for the purpose, as was stated, to relieve some gentleman on the 
Stock Exchange, who would otherwise be a defaulter if such a sum could 
not be procured, as he had been dealing with parties, as I suppose, in 
Waller and other shares. 

By Mr. SsrHOUR : Yes, an application to relieve some brokers ? 

Some brokers. One gentleman, I believe, of the name of Helps, he was 
one gentleman who was to be relieved, I suppose, for the money he had 
advanced. 

As far as you can remember, did you understand that certain purchases 
had been made for some gentlemen, directors of the Waller Company ; and 
the object of the loan was stated at the time to be to relieve the brokers 
who bought for those gentlemen from being declared defaulters. 

Master Grbene : That was, the gentlemen who had employed the 
brokers 1 

Mr. Sethour : The brokers themselves. 

The Witness : The brokers would have been answerable themselves, if 
the principals had not paid the money. 

By Master O'Mallet : Brokers who had purchased shares of a company 
by tiie direction Qf the company ? 

I understood by the directors of the company. 

Do you remember any notable name in connection with it ? 

I think Mr. H was connected with it. 
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* 

Do yoQ recollect Mr. L- 



Master Baobhawe : Don't suggest names ; it wonid be more conrenient 
not to do so. 

I know Mr. L by name. I do not remember him in connection 

-with such a transaction at this moment. 

By Mr. Setmoub : Do yon remember anything about the breaking of 
seals ? Yes. I do remember some Waller shares. I nnderstood they 
were in the possession of one of the directors, and he had betrayed his trost 
and broken his trust, and there was a great rash. — ^You say one of the 
directors ? I do not know whether he was a director ; but some person 
did. One partr who had been intrusted with the shares had betrayed 
confidence and broken the seals. — ^And then the others were let in, as a 
matter of course. — By Master (VMalley : Was it a contract not to issue 
them till a certain time ? I understood there was a party who had broken 
the seals. — ^Master Treasurer : They were sealed up ? Mr, Seymour : Yes, 
they were. He was made the trustee of a common speculation, and he 
broke open the seals actually, and delivered the shares. — By Master Greene: 
Was this gentleman present, then, when they were broken open ? — ^Master 
Karslake : This was only, as I understood the gentleman, by report. — By 
Master Treasurer : What happened about the breaking of tibe seals ? I do 
not know. — By Master CMalley : However, the shares were put upon the 
market, and the market was oppressed ? Yes. — By Master Treasurer : 
There was a supply you did not expect ? Yes. — By Master O'Mallev : The 
market must be fed gradually and stingily, so as to keep the price up 7 
Yes. — And if a large quantity is suppued the price goes down ? Yes — 
those things are the conversation of the market very often. — ^By Mr. Sey- 
mour : Do you recollect upon that occasion receiving — ^your firm receiving 
a quantity of securities ? Yes — I do recollect that very well. — Now what 
amount of securities did they receive from me — ^how mkny Waller shares ? 
Oh, it was 8,930 originally, t— 8,930 ? 8,930 originally.— By Master 
O'MaUey : Prom whom ?— Mr. Seymour : IVom me. — By Master Greene : 
From whom ? The Witness : They were brought to our oflBce in the 
afternoon. I understood they belonged to Mr. Seymour. — ^Who brought 
them ? They were given to m y pa rtner. I do not know who gave them to 
him. — By Master Treasurer : Were they scrip shares ? Scrip shares. — 
By Master O'Malley : And you were present ? Yes, I happened to be in 
the ofiice when they came to borrow the money. He left the shares ; they 
were a large bundle. — Bv Master O'Malley : Those were Waller shares ? 
There were some other snares — some other securities. — ^Yes. Some other 
securities. 100 Poltimore shares. — By Master Bagshawe : They were aU 
delivered together. All in one bundle. I do not know by whom. By the 
same party. — By Master O'Malley: By whom did you underttana ? I 
understood they belonged to Mr. Seymour. And also 100 Adelaide Land 
and Gold shares. 

Did you understand they belonged to Mr. Seymour ? 

I do not know to whom they belonged. They were delivered in, I pre- 
sume, <M a security for a loan of ^2,500. 

(By Master Bagshawe) : What next ? 

No more. 

(By Master Treasurer) : Any debentures, any other securities ? 

I believe there were. 

* Mr. Seymour's question would be a perfectly legitimate one before the most 
exact judge at Nisi Prius, yet it is objected to^ and by Mr. Bagshawe ! 

t Worth on that day from £2 to £3 each, say worth £20,00a Captain Robert- 
son's debentures were only worth, at most, £400. The £2,50(5 advanced by Price 

and Brown, was to pay a debt to Helps, which stood in Mr. Il 's name, but \o 

the contracting of wMch Captain Robertson was a direct and active party ! 
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Master Grexns: La Mr, Digby 8&ynuntr conduct hu awn examtnatioi^^ 
Ae is Mr, Seymovn'i witness, 

Mr. SBncoxTR : I gave you, I think, Mr. Price, a dividend ? 

Master O'Maluet : I object to Mr. Seymour saying, I think Mr. so-and- 
so, I did so-and-so.* 

Master Bagshawe (to the Witness) : Yon will tell us what was deposited f 

(By Mr. Seymour) : Did you understand the name of Mr. H ? I 

understand he was connected with it. — ^Master O'Malley : In a matter of 
this kind it is of the utmost importance that the witness should not be 
led, and should not have a statement made to him. — ^Mr. Seymour : I 

5 resume that Mr. Price has ^t books and entries for all these things ? 
'he Witness : I haFC got — I did not enter them mysdtf, but my clerk. — 
S^y Master Bagshawe) : What do they show 9 They show eTeiythinf^. — 
ust tell vb.'-^By Mr. Seymour) : I want to know were there anybiUs 
on the estate of Mr. Hennett ? Oh, yes ; we have bilk of Mr. Hennett's 
estate. — (By Master Karslake :) Mr. Hennett, the contractor 1 Yes.— (By 
Master Treasurer :) Some bills ? Yes.— (By Mr. Seymour) : From whom 
did they come ? I understood they came from you. — ^What is the state of 
vour balance against me now, Mr. Bricef^ £314 13«. 6d. — ^Master Kars- 
lake : Will you ask, with regard to the bilLa of Hennett, how they were 
drawn, and when they were paid ?t They were paid by a composition ; 
we received a composition on his estate. The bills we held were : one was 

£437 10«. ; one was £875 ; in part payment of this £2,500 ^.—Master 

Karslake : Ask how they were drawn ; were they drawn in the same way t 
-—(By Mr. Seymour :) Do you recollect ? No, I do not. Mr. Brown and our 
derk managed all the finimcial part of the business, and, therefore, I can 
hardly say whether I saw the bills at all. — Have you got an account 
showing the amounts paid off in reduction of that sum of £2,500 7 Oh, yes. 
I have got also the statement of your account We sold some of the 
Waller shares, produdnff £965 12«..6fl{., and £31 17«. ed. The sale of 850 
producing £965 lis. Qai, and also 50 shares at another period, December 
16th, 1863, nroducing £31 17#. 6d.— (By Master O'Malley; : May.I ask you 
how many snares prmluce £965 ? Oh, yes ; 850. — (By JiDister Treasurer) : 
And the second 1 The second was 50. Then afterwards we received, No- 
vember 17th, 1853, Gash— Hennett's Estate, £437 IQs. ; that was supposed 
to be in cash.— (By Master 0*Malley): That was the composition? I 
believe it was a composition. Then, March 30th, 1854, Hennett's estate 

afain, £875. This is Hennetty a different person to H — . Altogether, 

^75.— (By Master O'Afalley) : That is, more than £2,000 ? Oh, no. But 

we paid a draft to a Mr. T on account of Mr. Seymour, £241 8s, I 

understood it was part of the Waller shares paid on his account. Then 
interest on that sum, £250 2s, lOd,, up to the 31st of August, 1857, you 
know. There was also a commission, ;t78 17t. 6d,, and stiunps, £1 6s, I 
do not know what these stamps were. That altogether makes 
£3,071 13«. 4d, — (By Master O'Malley) : Your first advance I took as 

£2,000 f £2,500 ; it was a cheque.— A nd that left a balance to you of ? 

Afterwards there were some sums paid by Mr. Seymour. I do not recol- 

* There is something singularly un&ir in this objection, looking to the mode of 
examination pursued by the learned Bencher himsel£ Besides all this about 
Hennett, was merely to prove that Mr. Seymour had to pay the whole £2,500 
himselt The mode of objecting, too, sounds like that of an opposing counsel, not 
a judge ! 

t It was amusins: to see the keenness with which the state of this account was 
probed. The inquiry is 1000 miles off the real matter in dispute I Mr. Seymour 
was a holder for value of some bills of Mr. Hennett*s, which he transferred - to 
Messrs. Price and Brown, to enable them to receive the dividend under Mr. 
Hennett^s estate in part payment of the £2,500 advance. 
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lect how they were paid. £26 14«. lOd, ; and then there was Hennett^s 
estate again, £218 I5s, ; that is in July ; and a sun from Seymour, £110, 
and also £100 ; that left a balance of £314 13«. 66^.— Do you hold any of 
those shares now ? Yes ; we hold some Waller shares now ; we hold 3,430 
Waller shares, 100 Poltimore, and 100 Adelaide Land. — (By Mr. Seymour) : 
Did any one else contribute to the payment of that £^^600 but myself? 
^o one, but Bennett's bills. — ^Those you say came from me ? Fes, — (By 
Master O'Malley) : Hennetfs bills came from Mr. Seymour ? Yes, 
sir. — By Mr. Seymour: I do not know whether there are any other 
questions. 

OnM-examined by the BENCH. 

(By Master O'Malley) : Had you any Army and Navy debentures ? I do 
not know. — ^Have not you any note ? I really do not know. — Just recollect 
yourself. I really do not know whether there were. Our clerk has more 

rirticularly the charge of these things. — Had you any bonds — debentures 1 
do not recollect exactly. — ^Have not you got a memoiundum in your book ? 
I dare say we should have a memorandum in our book, if we had them, at 
the time. — Have not you it there ? This is extracted by our clerk. I do 
not know whether there were any debentures ; I really do not recollect — I 
MO ro/rdy had to do with the securities. — (By Master Bodwell) : Do you know 
of any Army and Navy debentures connected with the name of Bobertson ? 
I could make inquiries, yon know ; but I cannot say. Our clerk woxdd 
have charge of them. — (By Master Bagshawe) : Have you them now ? I 
do not know that I have. — (By Master Bodwell) : Do you know of any 
debentures of Captain Bobertson's — Army and Navy debentures ? I do 
not recollect. — (By Master O'Malley) : Don't you really recollect Captain 
Bobertson's solicitor applying for some debentures ? Well, I really do not 
recollect that. Our clerk would know more about it than myself. — (By 
Master Greene) : That information you have given us is your clerk s 
information. Yes. — Given to you ? Yes. 

(By Master Bagshawe) : You know nothing of the name of Eobertson 
connected with these transactions ? * 

1 have heard his name, but I do not remember him connected with this 
transaction. 

(By Master O'Malley) : At the time, you say, you were present when 
the application was made for £2,500, and it was to relieve certain brokers 
who had made purchases on the account of the company ? 

Mr. Seymour : On account of some of the directors, not of the company. 

(By Master O'Malley, continued) : At that time was Captain Robert- 
son's name mentioned to you, or did he come to you 1 1 

I do not recollect seeing him. 

And did you understand who the person coming to deposit these shares 
was ? Because these transactions appear to have b^en between you and 
Mr. Seymour. 

The principal part were ■ 

But whoever they were for, Mr, Seymour was the acting party f t 

He was the acting party, as far as I recollect. 

Was he the person who got the cheque for £2,600 ? 

I think he was the person who got the cheque for £2,500. 

(By Master Treasurer) : Did you know Captain Bobertson at all ? 

I do not recollect him ; I do not recollect seeing him. 

Were the names of any of the parties except IVbr. Seymour mentioned on 
that occasion ? 

I,, - _ - —■ — ■ ■ 1 ' — ■ — — 

* It has never been suggested that Captain Robertson's name was "connected" 
with this transaction at Price and Brown's, 
t Who ever said he did J 
J Was this a fair question, Mr. O'Malley 1 
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Fei , Mr. H-^ 



(By Master Baoshawx) : HennettorH f 

H . 

A different man ? 
A different man. 

(By Master Treasurxb) : Was any other name mentioned ? 
I do not remember anj other name. 
Was Oaptain Bobertson^s name mentioned ? 
I do not remember hearing his name mentioned. 

Ton do not remember hearing his name mentioned as liable for the 
money — ^f or this £2,500 which was adyanced ? 
I do not remember that he was mentioned as liable. 
(By Master Karbt.akw) : Do you know any other person that came with 
Mr. Seymour ? 

Mr. H xB the only perion I recollect. 

Besides Mr. H f 

There might haye been ; but I do not remember seeing them. 

Now, you say you understood that they were Mr. Seymour's shares ; had 
you any other reason beyond your impression ? 

I did not know that they were all his own. 

By Master Baobhawk : They were shares payable to bearer ? 

Yes. 

• By Master Kabslake : And he was the party— actiye party, in the 
negotiation ? (No anstaer.) 

By Master Baoshawb : And he was the actiye party in the negotiation, 
Master Karslake says ? He was. 

Be-examined by Mb. SEYMOUR 

By Mr. Setmour : Do you recollect the name of Major Heed ? 

Yes^ I remember the name of Major Beed, but 1 do not remember 
haying seen him. 

In flie ordinary course of things, if Major Beed, or Mr. H and 

Major Beed, had brought oyer those shares, would they, in the ordinary 
course of things, be referred to you or Mr. Brown ? 

Mr. Brown, more particularly. 

More particularly i 

I hardly took the charge of them. 

So that, supposiug two or three gentlemen, coming to the office with 
a number of shares to deposit, would they, in the ordinary course, be intro- 
duced to Mr. Brown's room ? 

They would. 

By Master Bodwsll : Had Major Beed anything to do with these shares ? 

I do not know. M any gentleman— 

Whom do you recollect seeing ? 

I recollect seeing Mr. Seymour and Mr. H . 

Do you recollect seeing Major Beed ? 

I do not recoUect haying seen him. 

By Mr. Setmoub : Did y<m everhecur^ Mr. Price, of any improper dealing 
by me with the securities in yovr hand f 
. Improper dealing I 

Tee. 

Never, never ; I never heard anything of the kind. 

You never heard a whisper of the kind breathed f 

Never a whisper / The shares were brought to us. We thought them 
good security, and to oblige you, as coming from the Commercial Bank — 
introduced to us you were originally by the Commercial Bank — ^it must 
haye been near the settling day, by the bye — it was to preyent certain 
gentlemen being defaulters. 
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Bv Master CVMallet : That was the repreaentoHon* made to you ! 

l^esL that was 

By Master KABm.AiTK : Did you kn«w any of the brokers ? 

Tes ; Mr. Helps. 

Then that was to save him ? 

P&rtlv. 

By Master O'Mallxt : That was the statement made. Mr. Price had 
no application from Mr. Helps ? 

No. 

Mr. Seymour came, introduced by the Commercial Bank, to you ; and 
Mr. Seymour came to you and represented that he wanted the money to re- 
lieve brokers, who were in imminent danger^ of being de&ulters, a nd you 
gaye him the money ? 

Yes. 

"By Master Karslakk : And one of those persona was Mr, Helps f\ 

Yes. 

By Mr. Sethoub : Is Idr. Helps alive ? 

Yes. 

And to be got at now ? 

Yes. 

By Master C^Mallet : And another you mentioned — L — ? No, he 
is not a broker ; I do not think he is. — Is he an outside broker ? He may 

be an outside broker. — ^By Mr. Seymour : Mr. T is a broker ? ^/bc, 

T is a broker.— Have you any receipt for the payments made to Mr. 

T — 1 We paid him a check for £241 8s., believii^ that some of the 

shares we received, when we made a sale, were on his account. — Very well ; 
is that charged against me ? They are charged against you. — By Master 

Bagshawe : What date ? We paid Mr. T on the 28th April, 1863.— 

By Master O'Malley : What amount ? A draft on our bank, j£241 8s, 
— Upon his direction ? Mr. Seymour's directions, I think, were to pay Mr. 

T ■ £241 8s, — By Master Bagshawe: For some shares? T?es.— By 

Mr. Seymour: Is that irrespective of the £2,600? Irrespective. — ^A 
further advance to my debit ? A further advance to your debit, which 

went to Mr. T . — By Master O'Malley : Was that on the security of 

shares ? That we made that gentleman ? — Yes. They were the proceeds 
of the sale of some shares. — By Mr. Seymour : Do you remember a firm of 

C , a broker, at that time ? Yes, I recollect him. — Do you know 

wh ether he is alive or dead ? I do not know : he is not a member of the Stock 

Exchange now. It was afterwards C and P , I think. — ^Itwas 

C and P |then ? Oh , yes. — ^Do you recollect, Mr, Ptice, any other 

brokers besides Helps who were mentioned to you ? I do not remember 
any others. — Do you remember a broker of the name of Berkeley or Dow- 
ling ? I fancy I recollect Dowling, but I am nOt sure. I distinctly 
recollect Helps. — !^ Master Greene : But you had no personal oommum- 
cation with any of them ? No personal communication with any of them on 
the subject. — ^Bv Mr. Seymour : You say you have a distinct recollection. 
Is it from anylmng that was stated ? I think it was something stated on 
that day« I did not see Mr. Helps. I had not an3rthing to do with him. 
Our business was to advance money on the shares, and we understood it to 
be to save these gentlemen. — By Mr. Seymour : I do not ask anything else. 
Master Treasurer : Is there any other question ? Mr. Seymour : I shall 



* Oh ! Mr. O'Malley ! The " representation " waa truOi, 

t How different the spirit in which Mr. O'Malley and Mr. Earslake have put 
their respective questions ! The foiiber just goes &r enough to make a most 
unjust insinuation — the latter instantly interposos to wipe it out ! 
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aak the pemuarian of the Bench to call Mr. Helps. — ^Master Bagshawe : 
Ton do not require my pennission. — ^Master Traasnrer : Ton hare no other 
qnestion ? Mr. Seymour : I have not. — ^Master Treaanrer : Then, Mr. 
Price, you can withdraw. 

(Mr. FBICE withdrew.) 

Master O'Mallet r We wish it settled before the Circuit commences, 
Mr. Seymour, you know f 

Mr. SsTM OUR : And T am anxious, too. 

Master O'Mallet : It is in consequence of your request to us to use all 
expedition. 

Mr. Setuoub : Now, for instance, to-night, so many questions haye 
come out with regard to Mr. Helps, and so on, I should like to follow it up 
too ; and I think all the brokers that were relieyed that day should be 
inquired among. I shall set about it to-morrow morning, and see Mr. 
Helps and the other gentlemen, and ask them to come. You were not 
here, Mr. O'Malley, when I made my statement last night 

Master G^Mallkt : No ; but I heard of your statement. 



[eth Meeting, p. 29.1 

Master Greenb : Well^ had not you better read the other letter now 7 
Would not that be most conyenient ? 

Mr. Setmour : I do not object at all, sir. 

Master Grikns : You can keep them both distinct. 

Master Baoshawb: This is a letter marked ''priyate,'' dated "Monti 
Notti, Cork, 10th June, 1861. My dear Lefroy.'* 

Mr. Setmour : / thought the letter was addressed to the Bench ! 

Master Greens : No, it was addressed to the solicitor. 

Mr. Setmour : Howeyer, I do not at aU object 

Master Baoshawe : Well, now 

Master O'Mallet : He does not object. 

Mr. Setmour : I do not at all object 

Master Bagshawe : '' My dear Lefroy, Your note addressed to me in 
Dublin has reached me here, where I am now located as Assistant Quarter- 
Master General With regard to the subject abovt which you have written 
me, I haye only to say that 1 haye no objection to your stating to any one 
the facts that came to your knowledge when employed in recoyering the 
property of my late brother from Mr. Di^by Seymour, of which he had 
possessed himself most improperly and wUhout authority. You are weU 
aware of the particulars of the case, and can remember what difficulty I 
had, and to what expense I was put, in regaining my brother's dub 
debentures, which had been abstracted from his box or DESfi:. It was 
in my opinion a m^>st iniquitous transaction, I do not see that I can add 
anything to what you already know regarding the matter, because unfor- 
tunately I haye no documents beyond what passed through your hands to 
produce in proof of what I miffht say. The chief particulars of the case 
I receiyed from the lips of my orother on his death-bed, and although for 
my own conyiction and satisfaction I would desire no stronger eyidence, 
gjyen, as it was, at such a moment, by one who died as became a true 
christian, and who knew and felt that he was about to be summoned to 



* If Captain Robertson said knowingly what he is here stated to hare Baid, then 
it was false, though spoken " on his deathbed ;'* but it is more charitable to suppose 
a misrepresentation by the living than to charge a fabrication to the dead I Be- 
sides it was a strange topic for the deathbed reminiscences of " a true Christian !" 



32 ME. DIOBT SSTMOrfi'S TIHBICATIOir. 

appear before his Maker, yet it might not be taken as sufficient ifihs bcue- 
net* of an individual led him to repudiate it t — ^Mr. D. Seymom*, at this 
moment^ I believe, owes my late brother's estate ^^180 ;* and he, as chair- 
man of the Waller Gold Company, which he was at the time of my brother's 
death, mnst know something of the one hundred £lf shares that my 
brother possessed, but of which I, as his executor, have never heard a syllable, 
nor of tne above-mentioned ;£160, and of the one hundred shares in the 
Waller Company, have I ever had a word from Mr. Digby Seymour.^ You 
may remember that, after obtaining the Club debentures, I was anxious to 
sue for the recovery of the other prooerty, but you dissuaded me from 
doing so, stating that, from your knowledge of the man, it would at that 
time be useless. I wonder if you still hold to that opinion, or whether you 
think it would be of any use to apply the screw to himjl I hope that 
whatever proceedings may take place, with reference to the authority you 
have (ukea me for,^ to mention my poor brother's case, may be made known 
to me, and I sincerely hope and trust that I may not be committed in any 
way, Beltfing upon your prudence and catUiany\\ I remain, my dear Lefroy, 
yours faithfully, J. H. F. Bobertbon." 

Mr. Sbtmoub : Well, Mr. Bagshawe, you will allow me to say a word 
upon that, unprepared and spontaneously. Captain Bobertson had neither 
box nor desk at tne office. Captain Bobertson^s securities were brought up 

to that office as Mr. M M 's lease of his house at Kensington 

Grore was brought ; as some shares belonging to Mr H were brought ; 

as some shares and debentures belonging to Major Beed were brought ; as 
an enormous amount of property belonging to me was brought. They were 
all put into one box, ana out of that box they were taken ; and they were 
applied to meet responsibilities, which were as much Captain Bobertson's 
as mine ; and if there could be a letter " to point a moral'' — and the moral 
this, how an honourable man and a soldier may be prejudiced, and take a 
fidse impression against a man who is innocent — ^it is that letter of Colonel 
Bobertson's ; because that letter, upon the face of it, exhibits an extraor- 
dinary ignorance of Captain Bobertson's position. If the truth were known 
to the writer of that letter, he would adopt toward me the tone of honour- 
able gratitude ! Captain Bobertson, if I had allowed him to be liable, and 
had not taken upon my broad shoulders that debt, would have been liable 
for thousands. He was liable to the Commercial Bank ; he was liable on 
every share bought on the market at the time I referred to ; and / saved 
him from utter ruin, ae I saved others, by takina upon myself, most unfortu- 
nately and most thoughtlesdy, the misfortunes of the 2Sth of February, 1853. 
I believe Captain Bobertson made me responsible for an act which was 
never mine. The act was not mine. The shares were dealt with by Major 
Beed, his co-friend at the Army and Navy Club, who was introduced by 

him to that office. Mr. H and Major Beed took those over to Mr. 

Brown. I accompanied them. I sanctioned the deposit as I have exjdained, 
but I declare, if this were my last moment, as solemnly as Captain Bobert- 



* Totally incorrect ; this will be explained, post 

t They were Poltimore shares, and only worth the paper on which they were 
printed. 

t " Apply the screw," Colonel Bobertson, if you dare I Mr. Seymour only 
wishes he had read this letter before the Statute of Limitations had barred his 
rights, and then it would have been seen on wliich side " the screw** would cause 
the sorest pinch ! If you will undertake not to plead the Statute, Mr. Seymour 
challenges you to open the accounts ! 

§ So Mr. Lefroy asked permission to mention this ! " When did you speak to 
your brother last on the subject V {No answer.) See antCy p. 9. 

II In circulating a oowardlt libkl ! What does Colonel Robertson now think 
of the " prudence and caution '* of " my dear Lefroy T* 
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tson did on his death-bed make hia Btatementi I declare that until thia day, 
I never saw the Adelaide and FoltimcMne shares which were aepoeited in the 
hands of Mr. Brown, and 1 never handle or eaw the dub <M>enittre$,* We 
were all in common liable. I had been down at Durham, I came up unex- 
pectedly, hearing that my name had been used, and that credit was giyen to 
all these gentlemen, whoee credit, and my credit and my name, were cruelly 
pledged and damaged in the City of Iiondon. I came up to stop that rig. 
Mr. ii ■ - heard, I imagine, of my objection to the transaction, and broke 
the seals. I said to all of the directors, " Qo out,'' but I felt an instinctive 
regard for Captain Robertson aa an honourable man, and I sidd, ** You are 
the only man I do not ask to go." Unfortunately, his bad health pre« 
vented his attending to the business of the company. I believe his deatii 

was precipitated by L ^'s conduct on that unfortunate day. Captain 

Bobertson mixed me up with acts of which I was as innocent as any man 
now sitting round this table. 

Mr. FREDERICK AUGUSTUS HELPS nailed in and Examined by 

Me. SEYM0UR-{7th Meeting, p. 4.] 

Mr. Helps, are you a member of the Stock Exchange ? 

lam. 

I believe you have been so for a great number of years 7 

Yes, forty years. 

Do you recollect whether, in the month of February, 1853, you made 
any purchases of shares — Waller shares, on the market ? I did. — Do you 

remember in whoee name those purchases were made ? Mr. H , and 

I think I remember Mr Marshall. — Can you recoUect whether it is Mar- 
shall or Mr. H ? No, I am ouite certain it was Marsliall. —Very 

welL Do you recollect the settling day in February, 1863, what day it fell 
on — ^the last account day ? The 28th of February. — On that day, Mr. 
Helps, what amount did you stand liable for on account of purchases in 
WaUer shares ? Master Bacshawe : Those Waller shares. Mr. Seymour : 
Certainly, Mr. Bagshawe : those Waller shares ? I think £2,400 or ;£2,500 ; 
but I can see by reference to my books. — ^Master Sir F. W. Slade : You 
think ! It is very strange you cannot recollect that. (By Mr. Seymour) : 
You say you can refer to your books, Mr. Helps ? Master F. W. Slade : 
Not for lus own sake, but for yours. (By Mr. Seymour) : I suppose you 
can bring your books here if the Benchers require it ? Yes. —Your books 
will show the entry for that day 1 Yes, certainly. Now, you say you 
stood liable for £2,500 on that day ? Yes. — Did you receive any money 
before the close of the business hours on the Stock Exchange, from any 
person on account of Waller shares ? Master Treasurer : On account of 
that liability ? Mr. Seymour : I am very anxious to put it in a way which 
is not leading. 

The Witness : I received a cheque from Price and Brown, who are also 
on the Stock Exchange, for £2,500. 

Now, you received ;^2,50O from Price and Brown to meet those shares ? 

Yes. 

Was I liable to you as a stockbroker on account of those shares ? 

Well, it is so long ago I forget precisely what took place. On one occa- 
sion, a few days before I had to pay for these shares, I remember that you 

called with Mr. H , and / agreed to shift the reepoiisihility from Mr, 

H to you^ if required. 

* They were tied up in a paper wrapper with a piece of red tape, and a memo- 
randum made outside, but Mr. Seymour^s hands did not take them from the tin 
box, nor bring them to Price and Brown, nor deposit them there. They were 
handed back to Mr.' Lefroy in the same red tape, and had never even been 
opened ! 

5 
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By Master (VMaixxt : Is there any writing to ahowthat ? I realljr db 
not know. — By Master Greenwood : Is there any transfer in a book f I 
do not know. — ^By Master Treasurer : Any transfer in books-Hiny entry ? 
Yes, yes. I inunediately entered it to Mr. Seymour. — By Master Sir F. 
W. Siade : Tes ; but at Mr. Seymour's request yon tranafemd the liability 
to Mr. Seymour ? There is that entry ; we can see it now. I do not know 
whether I made out the account to Mr. Seymour. — But we want to know 
whether you transferred it in your books 7 Well, I got the money. — ^By 
Master 0*Malley : Do we understand that this agreement was on the same 
day that you sot the ;£2,500 1 No, it was not ; it was preyiously — 
decidedly. — By^ir. Seymour : By whom were the orders giyen for the 

shares? Mr.H . — ^Fromwhom did the money come that paid for 

them? Well, as I tell you^ from Price and Brown w — ^From Fnoe and 
Brown ? Tes. — ^Mr. Seymour : I h^ye no other question to ask Mr. Helps. 
Master Bagahawe : That is all you know about it I — ^By Master Karslake : 
Icannot understand it. I should like to ask a question. Do you keep a 
book in which you put down names of gentlemen from whom you reoeiye 
orders to purchase ? Tes. I beg your pardon. Gentlemen, Members of 
Parliament come to me and say, " Purchase so and so." — ^Will you excuse 
me ? Certainly, I excuse you if you beg me. — ^Did you purchase certain 

shares for Mr. Marshall ? I think . — ^Tou think ! Haye you any book 

1 do not. I rely upon people's honour. 

Haye you any book in which you put down that Mr. Seymour takes upon 
himself uie responsibility of Mr. H and Mr. Marshall ? 

I come here not prepared to answer all these questions: therefore 
I protest against these questions being put to me. Jf this is a legal 
Court * 

(By Master O'Mallet) : I ask you if you haye books in 

I haye not 

^y Master Greenwood) : Do you rely on the honour of a person ? 

1 Know eyery day — by forty years' experience ~that if a gentleman 
were to come to my office, he would walk in and out, and not know me 
any more- 
Did you enter it in your books, or was it yerbally or orally only — ^that 
was the question ? 

Well, sometimes I dp so, and sometimes not. 

(By Mr. Seym oub) : Haye you got any journal or any entry in which the 
sum of j£2,500 i^pears, and the name of the person on whose behalf 
or liability that sum was contracted also appears ? 

I haye an entry in my cash-book and m my banker's-book that I re- 
ceived £2,500 for a certain number of Waller Mining shares, which were 

ordered to be bought by Mr. H - ■■ Mr. H brought you, and 

Tou after some conyersation, said tou were made the scapegoat, and 
you were made responsible to relieye him ; and I relieved him and charged 
it to you,\ 

(By Master O'Mallet) : Now, be good enough just to consider what you 
haye stated. The question you were asked by Mr. Seymour was whether 
you had a note of all these things, and of the conyersation which you say 
took place between you and Mr. Seymour and Mr. H . 

I haye not, I am sorry to say. 

Haye you any record of the person who first ordered the shares ? 

No ; because I bought them, and he paid the money and took them away, 
and there was an end of it. 



* Innocent Mr. Helps ! 

t Bid the Benchers foiget this when they sneered at Mr. Seymoar*s " romantic 
generoBity I" 
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Hktb yoQ any cntr^ in a book t 

I hare an entry in a book which I am bound to keep by the CSty of 
London. 

That is the order we want to know f 

Ezcoae me, not an order. 

I sappoae, when ^ron enter in yonr book that yon hare bought for a 
certain person, that is the penon who has directed yon to buy ? 

Predaely. 

Therefore yon have an entry f 



Hare yon an aooovnt book and a eaah book t 



Yon altered, I tnppoae. as yon paid yonr own money to bay with, that 
yon debited the perwn who gave yon the order to bny 7 



Ton have that entry in your book t 

CSertainly. 

HaTo yon any entry in yonr books by which yon can in any way- 
No ; I have a copy— verbatimr-traBflferring it, at the request of Mr. 
H , to Mr. Seymour. 

Then you gave a credit to Mr. H for the £8,500, as Mr. Seymour 

had taken upon himself the responsibility I 

Well, I crodit Mr. Seymour. 

No ; you debit Ifr. Sleymour ? 

Yes ; bat I credit him with the money. 

Now, I want to know whether yon have any book, and can let us see any 

book, which will show that Mr. H gets credit for the £2,500 and 

Mr. Seymour debit ? 

Somebody gets credit ; neither paid the money — ^neither Mr. Seymour 
nor Mr. H ■ . 

?\y Master T&easurbr) : Who paid the money f 
told you before — Price and Brown, 

(By Master (yMALLKr) : Did they pay the money on behalf of any 
one f 

They took away the eharee and paid for them. Mr, Seymour had taken 
upon himedf the reeponeibility. 

Then I understand, when Price and Brown paid the money, you did not 
make any entry to the credit of Mr. H or Mr. Seymour f 

I have not looked. I cannot credit both with the same sum. I wrote 
it off. 

(By Master O'MAiifLEr) ; The regular way would be when the sum was 
transferred to Mr. Seymour ? 

No, I would giye credit. If I transfer the account to Mr. Seymour, I 
credit Mr. Seymour. 

Mr. Sjetmoub : It is very material in the payment. 

(By Master (VMallbt) ; I want to understand. When you were 
asked whether you had entries of these, you said you had looked before you 
came here 9 

Yes. 

Now, I ask yon whether you have any entries Tthat show that yon 
haye giyen, in your account, Mr. Seymour or Mr. H credit for the 

£2,500? 

Yes — ^to Mr. Seymour. I haye repeated that seyeral times. You have 
argued, sir, that because the account was tnmsferred to Mr. Seymour, I 
should giye Mr. H —credit, 

rrom whom was it reoeiyed ? j 

Mr. Seymour. 
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Now, how b it that you have stated to us that neither Mr. H 

nor Mr. Seymour paid you the money f 

No ; bat Prioe and Brown. 

He pays it — ^the person who sends it ? 

I do not ask who sends them. He comes with ^,500 in bank notes, and 
he says, " Gire me the shares f ' I do not ask him ; he says, " Give me 
the shares.*' 

You do not understand any more than that they paid the money and 
took away the shares ? 

Mr. Helps : linMgined thai Mr. Seymour had communication with Price 
and Brown, and honourably had taken the responsibility upon himself; and 
I considered it very honourable ; and I got the money and gave up the 
shares. 

(By Master Greb»b) : Were yon present when Mr. Seymour gave in* 
structions to Price and Brown ?* 

No ; but Mr. Seymour told me that Price and Brown would come to me 
and pay the money, and he authorised me to give them the shares, which 
I did. Therefore I say I have evidence enough of what I assert. 

(By Master Trbasuiisr) : He told you be/ore ft 

Before, decidedly. 

(By Master O'Malley) : Who gave you instructions to buy the shares 7 

Mr. H .—What was the price of them ? About £2 10«.— Was there 

any price in the market ? There were hundreds and hundreds per day. — 
You got them for the company ft I do not know the company. — l>id he tell 
you the price ? Of course every man says, ** I will buy at such a price." — 
(By Master Treasurer) : Did you know Captain Bobcrtson ? No. — ^Never 
had any interview with him ? No ; never saw him. — Master Greene : Mr« 
Seymour, do you wish to ask any more questions ? Mr. Seymour : No. 

{The witness was directed to withdraw.) 

Mr. DOWLING called and examined by Mr. SEYMOUR [7th Meeting, 

p. lO.J 

Are you a stockbroker ? 

I am. 

How many years have you been ? 

I have been fifteen years on the Stock Exchange. 

Do you recollect in February, 1853, having any transactions in the pur- 
chase of Waller Mining shares ? 

I do. 

Will you state to the Court, do you recollect from whom you received 
orders to purchase those shares, and any &ct8 you can recall with regard 
to them ? The first order I received to purchase Waller shares was from 
Mr. Seymour, who was introduced to me Dy Mr. Hudson, M.P., which was 
some months before this. — Some months before February, 1853 ? Some 
months before February, 1863. 1 was sent for to the office, I went over, 
and 7. bought shares for the directors.— You say you were sent for to the 
office ? Yes ; my first purchases were for Mr. Seymour. — ^They were made some 
months before February ? In the autumn ; yes, in November or December, 
1852. — ^You say in February, 1863, you were sent for to the office of the 

* Why put Booh a question 1 who suggested that he was 1 

f Before they came, not before he saw Price and Brown. 

:J: Mr. O'Malley persists (after repeated objections by Mr. Seymour), in assuming 
that the purchases were bought for "the company." It is scarcely necessary to 
say that the object is to insinuate an improper use of the company's funds. In 
proving this, however, he never succeeded, for the simple reason that the fact was 
exactly the contrary. 
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company ? It must have been before that. — ^Do yon reooUect any person 
yon saw at the office ? • I remember seeing the secretary and three or foor 
of the directors of the company. — Did you see them more than once ? Oh ! 
I -went there fre(mently. I went to the company's offices frequently in 
February, 18^.>-l>o you recollect any of the directors whom ^ou sawf 
I recollect seeing three or four directors. I recollect seeing Major Beed, 
whom I knew something of. I recollect seeing Ciaptain Robertson. I re- 
collect seeing Mr. M M , I am not sure about the name ; I 

think it was, as &r as I can recollect, and once or twice I saw Mr, Seymour ; 
but Mr. Seymour was not always there. I say occasionally I saw you 
there, but you were not always there. — Do you recollect receiving any 
orders to buy shares on any of those occasions when you went over to the 
company ? 1 received several orders at that time. I recollect more than 
that ; I recollect being, if you wiU excuse me sa} ing — ^I was uneasy about 
the payment for these shares. — ^I have no objection to your saying so. I 
-went over to the office of the company, having a great deftl of money to re* 
oeive from them. 

Do you recollect what day 1 I went over a great many days ; I do not 
recollect exactly what day, and speaking to the directors about the shares, 
they said they did not think they would be delivered at all ; if they bought 
the shares, they would not be delivered. I was no party to that ; but I did 
not say so. A gentleman on the Stock Exchange said he thought the shares 

would go down. I said I did not think they would. Mr. said he 

knew they would be delivered, and he mentioned Mr. L ^'s name, 

who was either a director or promoter connected with the company, 
And he said he had been selling the shares of the company. This was 
a confidential communication of ms. A day or two before the settling day 
— a day or two before they had to be paid for — ^I went over to the company 
and saw the directors, and told them that, although they said they would 
not be delivered, I h^ud they would be delivered ; and they said they had 
plenty of security there to meet them. 
By Master Qbeene : Whom did you see ? 

I saw three directors. I cannot tell you individually their names. I 
saw — I do not like to say too much about the thing, because it is some 
eight years ago. 

Did you see Captain Bobertson ? 
1 saw him fr^rienUy, 
Did you see him on that occasion ? 

/ have no doubt I did. There were always three there. There was Major 
Heed also. I saw them upon each occasion I was there. I have no doubt 
that Captain Bobertson was there. 
On that day? 

On that day. This was on the Satwrday, I went down to Brighton, and 
I was uneasy about the payment for the shares, and they told me they had 
plenty of security to pay for them if they were delivered. I told them 

what I had heard about L . They said he would not deliver them. 

Captain JRoberteon J know wcu there, and he was a^fmoyed at my mentioning 

L '« nama in connection with it. 

By Mr. Seyhoitr : You say that was on the Saturday ? 
I know it was on the Saturday, because I was going down to Brighton, till 
the Monday, and on Monday I came up, and I received the amount, as you 
remember, for the shares. 

What amount ? The exact amount I do not know, but it was upwards of 
Xl,100.--(By Master Bagshawe) : On the settling day ? Yes. On the fol- 
lowing day I went down to Brighton. I was uneasy about the thing, and 
I saw the other directors. — ^Then you did not see me on the Saturday 1 I 
did not see you on the Saturday.--(By Master Greene) : Did you see Cap- 
tain Bobertson on the Monday — on the settling day ? It is eight years 
ago. — You have spoken to seeing him on the Saturday ? I went and saw 
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tiie direeton in the momiiig. Mr. Seymoor brought me the'amotint in the 
aftemoon.-^Whom 4id yon see in the office ? I saw two or three of them. 
— ^Did yon see Captain Bobertson on the Monday ? I hare no donbt I saw 
him ; I am not positive. — ^Yon cannot say ? I called on the Saturday and the 
Monday.— {By Master Bagshawe) ; Have yon any means of Imowing that 
the settling day was on the Monday ? I know — yon pass yonr acconnts on 
one day and pay for them on the other, and Satorday was the last day for 
making np the acconnts. — ^The settling day wonld lie, von know, the 28th 
of February ? There are two in the month — one at tne middle, and the 
other at the end. — (By Master Sir F. W. Slade) : Are yon quite sure that 
yon saw Captain Bobertson I I canaot say. It is eight years ago. — ^I 
thought it was very difficult ? Tes. — (By Autster Bagslmwe) : If any gen- 
tleman says he was not there, yon do not know the contrarv ? I say, npon 
my honoiir, I saw him on the Saturday. — ^I mean the settling^^day. lliat 
was the day I had to settle these things ; and I went over to see Mr. Sey- 
mour. Mr. Hudson, M.P., had intrcMuoed me to Mr. Seymou^ and it was 
through Mr. Seymour I did the business for the directors. Mr. Sevmour 
was not there, and I saw the other directors ; and I can sav positively I 
saw on the Saturday Captain Bobertson there. On the Mondav, I got the 
money for the shares. — (By Master CMalley) : First of all I nave taken 
down, '^ I am quite sure that I saw Captain Bobertson,*' and then, ^I am 
not sure." On Monday I am not sure. On the Saturday Mr. Seymour 
was not there, and the others were there. On the Monday I cannot say 
that Captain Bobertson was there. On the Satwrday I have n<a the digkUst 
doubt whatever** I say that^ because I saw him before going down to 
Brighton.— (By Master Sir F. "W. Slade) : You say you bought shares for 
the company generally. Is that what is ctdled '^ rigging the market ?*' As 
&r as 1 am concerned, it was not rigging the market What we call 
rigging the market is bein^ employed to buy shares that do not exist If 
the shares do not exist, it is rigging the market— (By Master O'Malley) : Is 
not it rigging the market when a seller buys ? What do you call a seller, 
sir ? — ^A seller has a laige number of shares to sell, and he employs a com- 
pany or an individual to buy the shares ? Generally speaking, very often 
it is the case that people do so. As &r as I am concerned in anything, I 
shall be most hM)py to show you my books. I can only mention this, that 
on the settling day Mr. Seymour brought me the money for my shares, and 
/ ioas very much obliged to Mr, SeymoWy cund so were the other brokers. 

By Master Baoshawe : Where the money came from you do not know ? 

Mr. Sethottr : Tes ; pardon me ; he does baow. 

The Witness : I know the monev came from the directors : I know that 
perfectly well — ^that it came from the directors. 

{The Witness was directed to withdraw,) 

Mr. Seymour : I reallv hope the Bench will recollect that these are 
gentlemen who are brought here, and are asked questions. I am sorry to 

SAY THEY ARE TREATED MORE LIKE PEOPLE WHO ARE EXAMINED AT THE Ou> 

Bailey! * ♦♦ ♦ « # « # 
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Master Sir F. W. Slade : (To Mr. Seymour.) How did you get Captain 
Robertson's shares ?t 

Mr. Seymour : Oh I Sir Frederick Slade, if you had been here at the last 
meeting you would have seen that I was as innocent cf anything dishonoitr-B 
able as you aref 



• This entirely corroborates Mr. Seymour's statement. 

t This question, like many others throughout these painful proceedings, exhibite 
the grave consequences arising from the irregular attendance of the Benchers. 
The question itself was put in a form, and asked in a tone, which was anything 
but judicial. 
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Master Sir F. W. Slads : I do not want yoa to ^ over it again. 
Mr. SEnouB : But I will go over it ! Captain Bobertaon was a co- 
director -with me in the Waller Gompanj. Captain Bobertson, Major 

B&Bd, Mr. M M ^ and the other directors had a very strong 

opinion that they would make a good thing, not for the oompanj, but 

for themselyes, by arranging with a gentleman of the name of L ^ 

who wa« not upon the Stock Exchange, to purchase up Waller shares, to 
■end the market up to a higher price. I strongly objected to it, knowing 
something of L — - — ^'s character, which I had heaid of^ and also from the 
ill-adyised character of the transaction. They thought^ however, that they 
had better do so. I went down to the North of EngUmd ; and I was not 
connected with them in the transaction. While I was there I got a letter 
communicating to me the fact of a rig upon the Stock Exchange. The 
moment I heard it I came up to Loncbn, and went to the office. I met 
there the Directors of the Company. I told them '< I had disapproyed of 
it, and I disapprove of it now ; and I tell you the result will be your own 

punishment, for I belieye L wiU betray you and deliver those 

shares." I think that was upon the 24th of February. They seemed 
alarmed. I said, ^ Be prepared for the worst ; come down on Saturday ; 
bring tc^ther what securities you can^ to enable you to meet the common 
danger on Monday. I shall bear my snare of it, and more than my share 
of it." On the Saturday I was not there. I was there early on the 28th, 
the Monday. On that Monday Captain Bobertson was not there; but 

Captain Bobertson was there, I beheve, on the Saturday. Mr. M 

M had the key of the tin box. There was a tin box, and this has 

been confounded with a strong safe which was below the office. There was 

a tin box, the key of which was kept by Mr. M , who was appointed 

custodier in this transaction by his co-directors. He had the lilxLe black 
tin box in his charade ; and I was told, " in this box are all the aecurities 
we can muster." That box was opened. The first document I saw was a 

lease of M ^'s house at Kensington Core. There were also a lot of 

shares, and a lot tied up with tape. I said, '* Here goes," and I threw into 
that box nearly £15,000 worth of my own proper^. " Now, as the clock 
goes round you will find yoursetves let in r <uid accordingly at 12 and 1 
o'clock the brokers came in. I found they were in to the amount of nearly 
^0,000. I said, •* You are fook, you have acted against my directions, 
and the only course open to you is this : take up your hats aod walk. I 
will try and right it if you will only resign. The only man I will not ask 
to resign is not here now, that is Captain Bobertson ; I believe he has been 
deceived, he is an honourable man and he shall stop with me." They went ; 

but before they went Major Beed and Mr. H came over with me to 

Price and Brown's with the securities. I did not know which were Captain 
Bobertson's or which were Major Beed's. I went into Mr. Brown's office. 
I said, " Mr, Brown, these gentiemen have got themselves ioto a mess^but I 
wish to take it upon myseS*, rather than hAve the brokers ruined." X said^ 
'^ Will you let me have some assistance ? '^ There is Mr. Helps walking 
about his room in distraction : will you let me have £2,500 1 " The shares 
were placed in his hands ; and they paid Mr. Helps by their cheque, 
£2,500. The shares bought by Mr. Helps had not been bought for me. I 
went to Mr. Dowling. I gave him about £600. I subsequently paid him 

£600. I found £1,100 was due to him. I gave T and R my 

acceptance for £5,500 : and, one way or the other, I took upon mysdf that day 
nearly £20fiOO of liabilities, for which I was as little liable in law as Sir 
Frederick Slade tiimsdf ! I had not approved of the rig ; I had not bought 
the shM-es ; and the more this thing is inquired into, the more complete 
proof will there be of my innocence ; and 1 may point to what I did that day^ 
however imprudent, as one of the most honourabtt acts of 7ny life I My answer 
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IB very short ; perhaps I have been a little excited, but my participatioxi 

in this matter haa been a perfectly honest one. 

« ♦ ♦ ♦♦ « ♦ ♦ ♦ ♦ 



[12thMeeting, p. 21.] 
Mr. LtJSH, Q.C., attended this meeting as Connsel for Mb. SEYMOUB. 

Master Grbenb : I directed a copy of a letter we received from Mr. 

H to be sent to Mr. Seymonr : it is an answer to the letter in which 

we requested him to come here and give evidence. It was intimated that 
he might be able to throw some light npon the matter of Colonel Bobert- 
son*s securities: and if so, it was desirable that he should attend. I 
believe Mr. Seymour was asked about it, and he said he would leave it to the 
Bench. The iBench thought it right to have him here, if he could give any 
information on the subject. Accordingly they wrote requesting his attend- 
ance. He wrote in reply on the 12th of November to the Under Treasurer 
as follows : — ** Sir, I am suffering at present from a severe domestic afflic- 
tion. Under these, and indeed undei^ any circumstances, my state of 
health would not allow me. I must respectfully decline to be examined as 
a witness before the Benchers of the Temple." Under those circumstances 
the Benchers feel (I, for one, feel) that we have done all we could do to 
secure Mr. H ^'s attendance ; but if Mr. Seymour desires to do any- 
thing further, he is at liberty to do so. 

[12th Meeting, p. 29.] 

Master Tbeasttbxr: BLave you had any communication with Mr. 
H y Mr. Lush ? 

Mr. Lush : No, sir. 

Mr. Setmottr: I had; yes. I tell the Bench I called myself at his 
house, and sent a friend within the last three or four months ; and I had 

a letter from Mr. H something like that which he has written to the 

Bench. I met Mr. H in October, and when we got into Robertson's 

case he authorised me to make a statment to the Bench. 

Master Greene: We will take that after. If he is in London, Mr. 
Seymour, he should attend. 

Mr. Setmour : When Captain Bobertson's case is gone into before the 
Bench, they will see the position of Mr. H and myself in the whole 

af&dr. 

Master Greeke : When Mr. Lush is addressing us, I suppose we shall 
hear it. 

Mr. Lush : With regard to the question asked of me, whether I have 
some evidence tocall, I diall have some documents to put in, and^ if possible, 
a witness to verify them ; but I do not believe the Benchers will require a 
verification of them. It occurred to me, though I am entirely in your 
hands, that it would be best for me to ptU them in in the course of my 
(xddrees to you, because you will see their bearing on the case ; but u you 
wish me to put them in before, I will do so. 

[13th Meeting, p. .] 
(Mr. lush, Q.C, appeared as Counsel for Mr. SEYMOUR) 

Mr. Lush : Sir, in the observations which I have to make on behalf of 
Mr. Seymour, I shall be as concise as the nature of the case will admit of ; 
although I fear, frt)m the mass of evidence which has been given, that it 
will require some little time, because I shall have to call your attention to 
the evidence in detail, on each of the charges. I shall uot omit evidence, 
or any piece of evidence, which bears upon the matter ; though, if I unfoi> 
tunately should do so, I shall be very thankful to any gentleman who will 
remind me of it before I close my case, because I wish to give you a full and 
fair statement of the whole case. 

Now, sir, the evidence relates to matters spread over a variety of years. 
The evidence upon the charges has been mingled together, and it has been 
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« matter of some little trouble and difficulty to collect together Hke evidence 
relating to each particular case and arranoe it as it bears npon that case.* 
One thing allow me to say, which is appucable to all the evidence : one 
cannot r^A a page of the evidence or the statements without having the 
reflection forced upon his mind, haw lamentable it is tiat this inquiry did 
not take place years ago I — ^Mr. Seymour has beoi called upon now to 
account for one transaction which occurred more than eiffbt years ago, for 
another which occurred more than seven vears ago, and tor another which 
occurred more than six years ago 1 and the traiUHU^ons are such that if 
they had had to be inquired into at the time, they would necessarily have 
involved a great deal of trouble, many persons must have been called, and 
many documents appealed to firom the very nature of the transaction itself. 
But one cannot look at a page of these reports without feeling that the 
lapse of time has taken away witness after witness ; that documents have 
been thrown aside, or lost^ or mislaid, and which it is now impossible to 
find ; and in that way and from that cause Mr. Seymour now appears 
under circumstances of very peculiar difficulty. But even that is not the 
only, and, I am afraid, not tne greatest, evil resulting frvm the lapse of 
time ; because, although the charges were not brought forward so as to be 
the subject of investdgation before, they have not Men kept wholly secret. 
Imputations have been made upon Mr. Seymour, and whispers have gone 
abroad among the profession for years. Mr. Seymour had tried the 
unfortunate enterprise of mixing himself up with speculations, which, I do 
not hesitate to say in his presence (he will excuse me for it), no gentleman 
— ^no barrister especially — should engage in, because, though they have for 
their object the getting rich by a short road, they involve a risk of a man's 
morals as well as of hie means. Mr. Seymour has bitterly reaped the fruits 
of that, and has long ceased to have anything to do with them. But, sir, 
fr^m those transactions a colour was attempted to be gilren to reports 
against Mr. Seymour ; and those reports against Mr. Sejrmour have been 
drculatiiij^ from that time to the present. Every advance he has made in 
life, whaher professional or ot/ierunsej has given fresh vitality to them, so 
that the minds of the profession (I speak with the more confidence because 
I can appeal to my own), the minds of the whole professional body had 
received a deep impression, before the charges were made, that something 
very bad had oeen done by Mr. Seymour, and in that way they were pre- 
disposed to accept as matter of tmtii every charge that was made. So that 
you will see that that very lapse of time which has weakened his.means of 
exculpation has given an unnatural strength and force to the accoaations ; 
it has grown into an assurance, almost amounting to a conviction, that he 
has been guilty of acts which a man ought not to be guilty of ; and by that 
assurance we were predisposed to believe anything that was alleged 
against him. I know I repeat the sentiments of every gentleman here, 
iimen I say that yon would ail of jjrou rejoice to find your^ves brought to 
a safe and sound conclusion on this matter. At the same time I tiiinky 
frx)m my knowledge of human nature, it is necessary to keep a watch upon 
one's self, to see that the mind is not biassed by the iinpression with which 
it has been so long familiar. Now, what I ask for Mr. Seymour is, that 
he should be tried by the evidence both against him and for him ; that due 
appreciation should be given to that evidenoe ; that your minds should be 
free from any bias whatever, judging by that evidence which has been pro- 
duced, and making that allowance which ought to be made for that evidence 
which cannot be produced, and which has been destroyed by accident or 
death. It is at all times very hard for a man to answer for transactions 



* The Benchers' printed Report is a mass of confuBlon. The various cases are 
mingled together in almost inextricable medley. 
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whidi oocomed long ago ; it is doubly so here, because the 1^^ ^^ ^°^^ 
has strengthened the charges against him, and has weakened his means of 
exculpation. 

Now, sir, with that general observation, I will proceed to deal with the 
cases, and I propose to do so in the order of time m which they occurred. 
The first begins in 1863, the second in 1864, and the third in 1866. The 
first I ma^ call CSaptain Bobertson's case. Now the chaige against Mr. 
Seymour m that case was very explicitly stated by the learned Manager at 
the 6th Meetinjg^, and which you will find at page 230, {ante p. 1). In page 
230, sir, in red ink, is contained the charge against Mr. Seymour in Captain 
Bobertson's case. Now, you will observe, that is a charge of a most serious 
nature. It is nothing less than an act of felonv committed by one director 
of a company against his co-director ! The chaige is thus expressed : — 
« Captain Bobertaon was a colleague and a co-director of the Waller Gk>ld 
Mine Company with Mr. Seymour. It would appear that there -was a 
strong box oelonff ing to the company in which some securities of consider- 
able value were deposited by the late Captain Bobertson. It also appears 
that Captain Bobertson went to the office for the purpose of taking his 
securities out of that strong box ; and upon his attemptuig to recover them, 
he found they were not there." It is therefore broadly put that Captain 
Bobertson had got some securities of his in a strong box at the office of the 
company ; that he went there supposinff he i^ould find them there, and 
havmg no idea that they were going to oe used, and found that they had 
been teiken away. *' It appears Siat on discovering that the documents 
were not there, he made inquiries on the spot, and was told that they had 
been taken out by Mr. Seymour. He thereupon went to his solicitor, Mr. 
G. B, Lefroy, a gentleman of respectability,'* and that solicitor then wrote 
the following letter of the 16th of July. Well, that letter is,—" Sir, Cap- 
tain Bobertson has instructed me to take proceedings for the recovery of 
his property deposited by you, without his knowlec^ or authority, with 
Messrs. Price and Brown. I have seen Meisrs. I^ce and Brown on the 

subject. Mr. H I have also seen, and he informs me you will not be 

in town before Tuesday next ; I shall therefore wait until Thursday ; and 
I beg to inform you, in the event of my not receiving the property on or 
before that day, I shall adopt immeaiate and most unpleasant proceed- 
ings.'* 

Now, then, that is the nature of the charge. Captain Bobertson had 
securities in a strong box at the company's office ; Captain Bobertson went 
to the office, expecting to find those securities there ; that he found they 
had been stolen, and uiat he was told that Mr. Seymour had taken them 
away. That is the naked charge, which is put in those terms ! Now, it 
occurs to one here, how come* it that Captain Robertion should have his 
securities there f Because it is rather a remarkable thing that Captain Ro- 
bertson, or any man who was a director of the company, should take his 
seoorities and put them into a box at the company's office, unless the object 
were that they should be used in some way or other /or the purposes of the 
company. It is not the usual place of deposit for a gentleman's private 
property. Now, Captain Bobertson is dead, and one of the parties there- 
fore is wanting whose evidence might have been veiy material Now, then, 
when we come to the evidence, we observe that it liegins with the letter of 
Mr. Lefroy, of the 16th of July ; and Mr. Lefroy there uses what I cannot 
help thinkijQg are the tactics which any professional gentleman should not 
use — to endeavotir at once, bt intimidation, to do that which cannot be done 
by any other means I He threatens '* unpleasant proceedings !" He first 
of all writes this letter, directly charging Mr. Seymour with having depo- 
sited, without the knowledge or authority of Captain Bobertson, those 
securities with Messrs. Price and Brown. He tells him, then, that he has 
seen Mr. H , and it will appear afterwards that Mr. H had 
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called apon hioou What Mr. H told him may appear from the sub- 

aequent docnmenti and eyidenoe ; but after Mr. U had called upon 

him, and after being told by Mr. H what the state of matters wiis, 

he chose to write that letter. 

Well, now, before I go into the other evidence for the defence, allow me 
to remind yon of what the statement is on the part of Mr. Seymour. Mr. 
Seymour says, " Why, Captain Bobertson, who was a director of the com- 
pany, had engaged, when 1 was away, with other directors of that company, 
m doing what is called ' rigging the market' One of the parties to that 
oombinaloon had betrayedthe rest, and had taken the snares into the 
market^ and so the brokers, who had been employed by the sentlemen to 
bny and get up the shares to a price which was a fictitious value, must be 
dealt wiw in one of two ways— either the broker must be paid, or the 
broker must be cheated ; and whan I came back, and found out the state 
of things — determining that the innocent broker should not suffer in that 
way — ^1 got the directors to bring any aeoiirities they might have and 
join all me securities they could together, to raise money to pay the 
brokers. Captain Bobertson brought his to the office for the purpose for 
whidh the others brought theirs, that they might all be used for the purpose 
of paying the brokers the losses they had made, and these were the securi- 
ties tiiiat were put in the box ; they were deposited in that box by Cap- 
tain Bobertson for that purpose ; they were not taken by me ; they were 

taken by Mr. H for the purpose of being used, with the sanction 

of Captain Bobertson." 

Now, that being the charge on the one hand, that these were securities 
brought there by Captain Bobertson, for a private purpose, and placed in a 
box of the company by Captain Bobertson mr safe custody, aud without any 
intention of being used for the purposes of the company, and that then Mr. 
Seymour stole them ; Mr. Seymour, in answer, on the other hand, says, 
^' You brought them there yourself for the purpose of being used by the 
company in this affiiir. and they were used not by me but by your frieud, 
Mr. H f and used too for payment of those liabilities which you' your- 
self had ineuired." How is the charge proved 1 I have mentioned that it 
begins with Mr. Le^y*s letter of Sie 16th of July, 1853 ; it does not 
at all begin with the beginning of the transaction. Then the atutper of 
Mr. Seymour to that letter nowliere appears i Mr. Lefroy produced his 
own letter, which he wrote to Mr. Seymour, but he did tiot prodttee Mr. 
SeyTMmi't antwer. Mr. Seymour was at that time on circuit. 

Master Kabslakb : He said he had not c^ot a copy of it. 

Master Milui : I think it was said that Major Beed brought them, not 
that Captain Bobertson brought them to the office. 

Mr. IiUBH : Pardon me ; you quite mistake. Mr. Seymour's allegation 
is, that Captein Bobertson brought them to the office for the purpose of 
being used ; but that Major Beed took them from the office over to Price 
and Brown's. 

Mr. Seymour : That is it. Major Beed and Mr. H , 

Mr. Lush : '' The reply to that letter I have not been able to find,*' he 
says ; " but probably Mr. ^jrmour would Imow what the reply was." Sir, 
at that time, when the evidence was given, Mr. Seymour could not find a 
copy of that letter. Mr. Lefroy did not produce the original, but I am iiovf 
in a condition to produce a copy of it. 

Master CMallbt : Was Mr. Lefroy asked to produce it f 

Mr. Lush : Yes. Mr. Seymour says, " No, sir, unfortunately I cannot ; 
I have not got a copy of it ;'' but since that time Mr. Seymour has found it > 
that will be verified if you require it. It is dated from the Northern Circuit* 
the 17th of July, 1863. 

Mr. Seymour : From York. 

Mr. Lush : It will be remembered by the Bench that I stated, with t*®* 
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ferenoe to any ftirther evidence I might reqwie^ that I had doeamentB 
which I ehovld put in in the oonne of making my address ; bnt I offered 
to put them in then if the B^ich denred it ; ont that I should be able the 
better to explain them if I produced them when I addressed yon. 

Master (tMallkt : If any Bencher is dissatisfied with mem, yon will 
yerify theuL 

Mr. Lush : I pledge myself to have the witness here to prove them, if it 
is desired hy the Bench. 

Master Hawkins : If required. 

Mr. Lush : Tes. I collect from the statement of Mr. Lefroy, that he 
did receive that letter, but Ihat he could not then find it ^ The reply to 
that letter I have not been able to find." 

Master Sir F. W. Sladb : I want to know 

Master Tbhasubkb : I am afraid it will be very inconvenient to interrupt 
Mr. Lush. 

Master Knowlbs : Oh I now and then we might ; I think it will relieve 
Mr. Lush. 

Master Sir F. W. Slads : We want to know under what drcomstances 
— at least I for one want to know, under what circumstances it is now found. 

Master (yMAixsr : Air. Lush says that it was quite agreed the last time 
he was here that he should produce any evidence he mi^t Ihink proper or 
might have to produce, but that if we wanted proof oi it he would prove it. 
Mr. Lush will be prepared to prove it, if necessary. 

Mr. Lush : That I undertake, of course, as jGar as counsel can ; I under- 
take to verify every document I now produce. The letter is in these 
terms : — '^ Sir, I am surroised at your letter of yesterday. You are perhaps 
not aware that Captain Kobertson's securities were deposited with Messrs. 

iVice and Brown by Mr, H , and nor by me. I never had them in 

my hand. I don't think I ever haw them, and I even am ignorant of their 
exact nature. They were left as security for a debt just as much Captain 

Boberteon's and Mr. H *s as my own, the £gu- greater part of which / 

have paid or arranged, without his contributing one shilling. Perhaps you 
are not aware, also, that a bill for j£l,600 accepted jointly and sevenuly by 
Captain Eobertson and others, and discounted by me, is now lying impaid 
at the Commercial Bank. Captaan Bobertson was himself one of the prin- 
cipal actors in bringing about the state of things that has happened, and 
which / have made immense sacrifices to set right again. It would be 
infinitely wiser for both you and him to meet me in a friendly spirit and 
. see how we can set all matters square, than hold out menaces which he 
ehoiUd be the laet man in England to hurl at me,'* Then there is a post^ 
script. ^ 1 shall be in town on Wednesday, and should like a personal 
interview with you and Captain Bobertson.'' 

Master Greene ; I should like to know what evidence there is of this 
being sent and received 1 

M^ter CMallet : That will come out afterwards. 

Master Greenwood : We will take it conditionally. 

Master Sir W. F. Slade : 1 think Master Greenwood is perfectly right : 
we will take it conditionally. 

Master Phillimore : We will take it de bene esee. 

Mr. Lush : Allow me to say, I will take the most convenient course 
for the Bench. I will call the witness now, if they please. All I can say 
is, that Mr. Lefroy admits receiving a letter in answer to his, but he 
cannot find it. I undertake to prove that that is the letter which was 
written. 

Now, then, on the 18th of July, you will find that Mr. Lefroy writes a 
reply to that letter : — ^ Sir, I am aware of the fisicts connected with the 
deposit of Captain Bobertson's property with Messrs. Price and Brown, or 
I diould not have written my letter of the 16th to you. Captain Bobert- 
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Bon haviiig fidled in obtaining his vmpextyf after repeated promiaee that it 
should be deliyered up to him, had no other oooree left than that adopted 
by him (acting under my advice). On receipt of Captain Boberteon's 
property, I am both ready and willing, on behau of Captain Bobertaon, to 
assist in settinff other matters right. Captain Robertson, I re^t to say, 
has been obliged to leave town, by the order of his phyaician (Sir G. Clerk), 
but I will attend any appointment you will make.^ WelL then, there are 

entries that will show that he had seen Mr. H , and that he had seen 

Mr. n before he wrote, and that he had seen Mr, H after he had 

written this letter. Now, you will see by-and-by what Mr. H must 

have told him, and what course Mr. Lefiroy must have taken of ifUimidaiion 
in order to get these securities back. I believe from that time there la no 
fiarther conreepondence until the year 18M. 
Mr. SsmouB : There is a lett^ of mine from Durham. 
Mr. Lush : Oh ! there is ; I beg your pardon. There is one more 
letter, sir : subsequent to that of the 19th, there ia the letter of Mr. 
Seymour, which I will prove in the same way, which waa not produced 
before. 

'< July 24th, 1853. Northern Circuit, Durham. Sir, It was absolutely 
out of my power to fix an appointment with you when in town, on 
Thursday; but I requested Mr. £. N. Hudson to call upon yon on the 
subject of Captain Bobertson's securities. I shall not be able to get back 
agam to town before the middle of next week. Perhaps by that time Cap- 
tain Bobertson may have retomed. Meanwhile any precipitate attempt to 
commence hostilities will only complicate matters inextricably, and create 
ill-blood where nothing but friendly feelinff should exist. I make every 
allowance for Captain Bobertson, but he uiould make some for others ; 
and I have no doubt on my return we shall be able to come to an amicable 
adjustment of all matters, and effect the restitution of his securities, which 
I again repeat were never placed in jeopardy, or made ute of BY ME.** 

Now, from that time all correspondence ceased ; and one cannot help in- 
quiring, If the charge against Mr. Seymour was a true one — ^tbat Mr. Sey- 
mour had stolen these securities out of the box — ^why waa it not proceeded 
with ? Do you suppose that any parties would have rested after that letter 7 
But no steps were taken, sir. Mr. Lefroy does, 6y mean* of bluster and 
bravado, threaten to take criminal proceedings for the recovery of the pro- 
perty ; but he does nothing at all ! Mr. Seymour tells him in those letters, 
that Captain Bobertson hi^ no right to complain ; that he (Mr. Seymour) 
did not do what was done ; and he (Mr. Lefroy) took no further step on 
that till after Captain Bobertson's death ; and then Captfun Bobertson's 
interest in the securities comes in to his brother. His brother's letter to 
Mr Lefroy has been before you. Now, that, I tell you, shows the story is 
incredible 1 

Master Sir F. W. Sladb : Wbere do you find that last letter from Mr. 
Seymour ) 

Mr. Lush : That is one, again, which was not produced before, but 
which I undertake to prove. I pledge myself to produce any document 
that has come to my loiowledge. I will endeavour to sift the matter. 

Now, first of all, it is utterly incredible that a man's securities should be 
left at the office, except for some purpose connected with the companv at 
whose offices they were left. What were they there for but to be uaecf for 
the purpose of the company ? And then it is utterly incredible that he 
should nave taken no action under such an adviser as Mr. Lefroy, who did 
threaten, but did not go further, when he found they had been stolen. 

Now, this is the only evidence you have. Mr. Lefroy calls upon Mr. 
Seymour afterwards, and has an interview with him. x ou shall see what 
style of evidence Mr. Lefroy gives upon this matter. Of course, I do not 
impute to him that he came before you with any intention to state what he 
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knew was inoorrect ; but it shows how little dependence yon can place npon 
it after this lapse of time, and that, too, coming from a person who is the 
solicitor of the brother of the gentleman who alleges that Mr. Seymour 
improperly dealt with those securitiee. He is asked whether Captain 
Booertson in July, 1853, gave him any instmctions with reference to the 
property of his. His answer to that was what, of course, was not evidence. 
He said, ** He came to me and said there were four Army and Navy Club 
debentures, and some other shares he had deposited for safe custody "' — 
" deposited,'' you will observe, " for safe custody ** — ^t^t is Mr. Lefroy's 
evidence of what Captain Bobertson had told him — ** in the office of *' a 
mining Company in the City, of which he was a director. It is at the top of 
page 237 {ante, p. 6.) He says : " I am solicitor to the club. Afterwards 
ne came to me and said there were four Army and Navy C3ub debentures, 
and some other shares, he had deposited for safe custody, in the office of the 
Waller Company in the City ; and the shares were taken out from where 
they were deposited without his knowledge or sanction, and he wished to 
know what I advised him to do to get them back.'* Weil, " then," he says, 
" after that I wrote to Mr. Seymour on the subject." " Have you the let- 
ter 1—1 am not sure whether I called first, or I wrote, but, at all events, 
I communicated by letter about the shares. My own impression was that 
the shares were really taken ; and my intention was to have gone to the 
Lord Mavor and have got a summons for improperly becoming possessed 
of them.'' Tlien, he says, ** I saw Mr. Seymour, ' towards the end of the 
page. *^ What passed then ?" he is asked. ^ I think, to the best of my 
recollection, I stated my opinion very strongly to him about these shares, 
and that they should begiven up, and, from what I recollect, he stated the fact 
was that the company was in aifficulties, and that Price and Brown had a 
claim against the company for j£2,40O, which they could not meet, and 
those shares were taken with other things and deposited with tbcm as 
security. He admitted — ^" Now, you all know the value of that sort of 
statement — " He admitted that they were, and after some diffictdty the 
four debentures of the Army and Navv Club I got ; but the others I never 
did." Now, you will find hereafter what the difficulty was. Mr. Seymour 
having undertaken, then, all the debts of the company, had, in pursuance 
of that pledge, done his best to redeem all the securities which his brother 
directors had pledged ; and that was the difficulty which Mr. Lefroy refers 
to in gettiDg uiose shares.* llien, it goes on : — ^** Mr. Lefroy, will you be 
good enough to tell me about this interview with Mr. Seymour, when he 
told you the shares should be given up ? Yes. — ^Did he state that he had any 
authority at that time to deposit them ? No ; on the contrary. I think 
he did not deny—." Then he stopped, " What passed ?'* he is asked by 
Master Treasurer. ^ It was in 1853, 1 think ; to the best of my recoUectiou, 
it was as I stated. Mr. Seymour said the company were in difficulties, and 
indebted to Price and Brown, and they were pressing for payment ; and 
therefore, Mr. Seymour took these shajres and other things that were in the 
office, and deposited them with them. — By Master Treasurer : On behalf of 
the company ? On behalf of the comjpany. — By Master O'Malley : On be- 
half of the Waller Company ? I beheve so. — By Master Sir W. J. Alex- 
ander : Did he say he had any authority from Captain Boberts(m ? No. 
I stated positively that there was no authority given. — But did he ? No ; 
I think not." Now, you will observe, there is not one material statement 
made by him here, which is not covered with the salvo, " I think," " if I 
recollect," or " I am not certain." Now, there is the substratum of truth 
in this, as there is in most evidence of this description. It is true that the 

♦ Though not worth £400, they were pledged with Mr. Seymour's own securities 
for £2,500, and Messrs. Price and Brown naturally objected to gire up any till 
thttir advance on the whole was repaid. 
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directors of the company were in difficolties ; and it is tme that those 
shares were deposited for the debts ; bat it is not true that they were depo> 
sited 6^ Mr, Seymour; and it is not true that they were deposited aaaimt 
the will or without the knowledge of Captain JRoberteon* It is admitted here, 
that they were deposited '' on behalf of the company," although in the 
chaige it would appear that they were deposited for the private debt of 
Mr. Seymour, to raise money for himedf! 

Now, I am not aware that there is any further evidence. That is all Mr. 
Lefroy says. In his cross^xamination, page 241 {finiie^ p. 9), he is asked, 
'^ Can you recollect yourself more in detail as to what I said about the diifi- 
cnlties % — ^I think what you stated was, on account of having taken the shares, 
that owing to the company being in difficulties, and preined by Price and 
Brown, you had ffiven them the best security you could." I do not know 
that there is anything further in his evidence. If there is, I am not aware of 
it. I have read through it all ; I am not aware that there is anything further 
bearing upon the pomt ; but you will observe, he speaks of it as a person 
who has not a distmct recollection of the matter ; and it is quite dear that 
whatever his impression was at the time, he did not seem to think he had 
any remedy. He took no steps against Mr. Seymour ; and what is still 
more remarkable, it does not appear that he ever went to Messrs. Price and 
Brown's. He knew the securities were there, and yet h4 made no demand 
against them for the securities / 

Now, sir, tiiat, I believe, is the whole of the evidence in support of this 
case. 

Master O'Mallet : Does it appear that the shares were with Messrs. 
Price and Brown t* 

Mr. Lush : Oh, yes 1 I admit that they were. 

Master O^Mallet : We had a gentleman here from that firm. 

Mr. Lush : Yes. I am coming to his evidence. They were pledged 
with Messrs. Price and Brown to raise money to pay the brokers wno had 
been involved in difficulties bv the speculations of Captain Kobertson him- 
self in connection with his colleagues, of whom Mr. Seymour, in this trans- 
action, was not one. They had been brought to the office for the purpose 
of meeting those difficulties ; and I will uiow from a letter in Captain 
Robertson^ s handwriting, that he knew that Mr. Seymour had not deposited 

them, hut that Mr, H had! But before I come to that, I will read 

the evidence of Mr. Seymour, and then you will see how the documents 
will bear out that evidence. 

Master Ejiowlbs : Did you say that you have a letter of Captain Bobert- 
son's? 

Mr. Lush : Tes. 

Master Sir F. W. Slads : Is that also a new letter ? 

Mr. Lush : It is a new piece of evidence. You will find, first of all, Mr. 
Hudson's evidence, page 262 {awtej^. 19), in which he says (the 2nd answer), 
in the 2nd question he is asked — '^ The !^nch are not now inquiring into the 
Waller Company, but I think you had better begin, as near as you can, 
with the circumstances of 1853. — ^Well, I do not know really where to 
begin. I remember, of course, February, 1853. I will tell you, first of all, 
the occasion of Captain Bobertson bringing in those shares (I do not 
know what they were) to tiie Waller Office. I was at Brighton ; I was not 
in town at all ; but I do remember, on the 28th of February, 1863, when 
those heavy claims came against you and your friends " — (he is now address- 
ing Mr. Seymour) — " when those heavy daims came against you and your 
friends, there were some shares or securities of Captain Bobertson's, and 

that you and the late Major Beed, and I think Mr. H , left that office 

with them about three or four o'clock in the afternoon of that day, and 

* Master 0*Malley seems to have already forgotten the evidence of Mr. Price I 
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retomed withoat them, and it was then understood in the room that 
they had been 1^ with Messrs. Price and Brown, with other securities, as 
secarityfor an advance of money which had taken pbice. For an advance 
of money, or for the price of shares f — No ; I thmk for an advance of 
money. By the Master Treasurer : An advance of money to whom ?— To 
the gentlemen who were connected in the matter, to a number of gentlemen ; 
not to the Waller Company ; not in their capacity of directors of the 
Waller Company ; rather for the purpose of meeting private engagements." 
Then, ** Do you recollect whether Captain Bobertson was there that day % — 
No ; he was not.*' Now, you will observe it turns out that the 28th of 
February, the settling day, was on the Monday, and that Captain Bobert- 
son was at the office on the Saturday, and was not there on the Monday. 
Then, he is asked, ^ Do you recollect whether Captain Bobertson was there 
that dav ? — No ; he was not. Do you recollect whether any person repre- 
sented him, acted for him, at the time, or appeared to act for him ? " 

Master O'MAUiET : Where is that ? 

Mr. Lush : At page 263. " Oh, yes ; I know Maior Beed, who intro- 
duced him to the Waller, who was his friend, acted for him ; and I re- 
member, when the question of meeting with your difficulties that day arose, 
that Major Beed spoke of those securities, and I know that Captain Bobert- 
son gave a security ; he contributed. There was a Mr. M , I know, 

brought down the lease of his house as his contribution — ^the only thing he 
was prepared to give. I think all those things were considered to be avail- 
able for the purpose of meeting the liabilities on that occasion. Each brought 
down securities for the common purpose of meeting liabilities ? — Several. 

Several I — Not the whole, some of them, I know. I think Mr. M , 

Captain Bobertson, and Major Beed, brought down securities." Then, 
" Bj the Treasurer : Captain Bobertson ? — Securities were there belonging 
to him. I mean that they had been brought there. By Mr. Seymour : 
They had been brought there ? — ^Yes. By Master Phillimore : You do not 
remember the occasion of Captain Bobertson bringing them ¥— No ; I 
remember their being there, and they were stated to be Captain Bobert- 
son's ; I was away. Do you know for what object they were deposited by 
Capt. Bobertson ? — ^Brought, you mean ? " Mr. Seymour says : " I under- 
stand you, for what object were they brought down to this place ? By 
Master Phillimore : No ; you say you did not know Captain Bobertson 
brought the shares there. For what purpose were they deposited there by 
Captain Bobertson ? — For the purpose of raising money, with a view of 
meeting the settling day on the 28th of February. Are you sure of that ? — 
I am perfectly sure of that ; there could be no other object with which 
they were brought there. They were put into a tin box ; I know that. 
How long before the settling day ? — ^I do not know ; within a week. Master 
Treasurer : We had better let Mr. Seymour conduct his own examination. 
Mr. Seymour : I declare, I thank the Bench, I have no order of examina- 
tion. 1 am following my own examination from my own recollection. By 

Mr. Seymour : Did that tin box contain Mr. M ^'s lease and other 

securities for the same purpose ? — I know there was a tin box specially 
bought and specially used for the puipose of that speculation, or operation, 
whatever you choose to call it ; ana I remember on that day (for I was 
there early), I remember the first shares being brought into the office, and 
my being asked for them about twelve at noon ; and then that box was 
brought out from a place of safety by Mr. M . I have a vivid recol- 
lection of what took place on that day ; I shall not forget it. I remember 
his taking out a number of papers and documents which were there ; he 
took up his lease, and said tmit was all the security he was ready to con- 
tribute." Then, in the answer towards the end of that page, he says Mr. 
Seymour took the whole liability on himself that afternoon, he thought, 
very foolishly. 
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Master Gbkehb : He says Mr. M had the key of the box. 

Mr. LuBH : Yes. " Mr. M was the directing hcAd. — Was he the per- 

son who attended to the purchase of the shares, and had he the key of the 

box f Yes, — ^Do you know where Mr. M is now ? No ; I think 1 

heard of him when I was in Paris," and so on. Then we come to the top of 
page 266 {caUe, p. 21). '^ I do remember all the circiunstances attending that 
operation^ and this I knew, that it was one which must end unfortunately 
for you and your friends ; and I remember strongly urging upon them all, 
Captain Bobertson and others, particularly Captain Bobertson, because he 

defended L , who was the guiding genius ; I recommended them all 

strongly to go oyer to the chairman of the Stock Exchange, Mr. Hutchin- 
son, and to en>lain the entire matter to him, and place themselves in the 
hands of the Conmiittee of the Stock Exchange ; but my expostulations 
led to no result. In order that I should stand clear of eyerything, I went 
to Brighton. I said I should appear before them next Monday, and that it 
would bring about serious results.'* 

Well, then he is asked by Mr. Seymour, whether he (Mr. Seymour) 
did not take upon himself j£30,(KX), to saye their honour and his own. 
He says, '' I cannot state the amount You must haye taken yery heavy 
liabilities upon yourself. I saw you give bills to the extent of some 
£10,000," and so on. 

Then, at page 268 {ante, p. 22), it appears that on that 28th of February, 
the settling day, when the directors had got into this dilemma, Mr. Seymour 
made it a condition that the Board sho^d resign. The witness says, ^' that 
as the members of that Board had &iled to assist, and were not involved in 
this matter, he required them all to give in their resignations ; and I know 
their resignations were given to him in writing. And Captain Eobertsou ? — 
Captain Bobertson was not there tljat afternoon. Mr. Seymour desired to 
serve with him — the only person, I believe, with whom he had no dissatis- 
Miction. But Captain Bobertson, who was then ill, very ill, indeed, at home, 
about a week or a fortnight after, came to the office and took his seat at the 
board, and I conversed with him then. Nothing was said about these 
securities. I thought it curious that he had not made a demand." Then, he 
says, in his answer, a little further down, which you will find referred to 

afterwards, that Captain Bobertson defended L . L — — , you will 

find, was the traitor who had the shares of the Waller Company deposited 
in his hand^and who had gone into the market with them ; and notwith- 
standing that, Captain Bobertson had always defended L— ^ at the 

board ! He repeats that further down. 

Now, then, at page 269, he says, *' Captain Bobertson, on that occasion, 
spoke of his readiness to contribute in any way that he could ; and he sug^ 
gested that a fund should be formed at once to subscribe, to, in order to meet 
the next settling day. I asked whether I could do anything to assist them : 
I think I went to the Conunercial Bank, and requested them to assist ; and 
they did, either then or previously ; but I think it was on that settling day.* 
They discounted the joint acoeptajioe of those gentlemen for £5,000. Cap- 
tain Bobertson said that he had some Army and Navy Club debentures, and 
he would bring them down for the purpose of being charged in any way, 
so that I was not at all surprised, on the 28th, to find that Captain 
Bobertson's securities were there." 

Master Sir F. W. Sladb : Who says that t 

Mr. Lirsfl : Mr. Hudson. *^ Captain Robertson said that he had some 
Army and Navy Clvh debentwresy and he tootUd bring them down for the pur- 
pose of being charged in any way; so that I was not at all surprised, on the 
28th, to find that Captain Bobertson's securities were there." Then, he 
is asked, '' Were you not, then, surprised at the claim for a return of his 
securities ? — I was, certainly : but I am not at all certain that it was more 
than a request that they should be returned, untU after the death of Captain 

7 
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BobertBon, Was Captam fiobertaon responaible for the advanoea for which 
these aharea were deposited ?— To the depositees ? To the depoBit^ees. — I 
should think not ; I don't know the drcnmstances. Mr. Seymom* made 
nse of his private connection with Price and Brown for obtaining the 
money ; whether he informed anybody else I do not know. Captain Bobert- 
son was involved in that transaction, was he not ? I think so ; I know a 
part of that money was applied — at least, I have a strong impression that 
it was — to carry out the arrangements made by Captain Eooertson that 
afternoon. I Imow that Captain Bobertson on that day stood to pay a 
large sum of money ; I should sav it was at least £1,200 or £1,500, because 
I luLow they had bought 5,000 of those shares, and they were at about £3 
each share." Then he is asked by Master Greene, "Are you aware per- 
sonally whether Captain Bobertson had adopted any of these transactions 
out 01 which those liabilities sprung T page 270. ^* Oh f ' he says, ^' that 
is unquestionable." " That he had," the Treasurer said. — ^ That he had. 

He had great faith in that gentleman, Mr. L , and so had Mr. 

M . Those gentlemen frequently met together — Captain Bobertson, 

Mr. M , and Mr. L— , and, I suppose, with nobody else present ; 

and there they arranged what should be bought." Now, you will observe 

that Captain Bobertson, Mr. M , and the others, were the persons 

who had arranged with L — ■ for the purpose of rigging the market with- 

these shares. It is then asked, ** Were you present ? — I have been present^ 
but not frequentlv ; but T know Captain Bobertson was, from the circum- 
stance that he depended on L — -- — . When I told him it was a mere 
vulgar plot to get money, then Captain Bobertson defended him, and in- 
sisted on proceeding as they had been proceeding. Therefore I knew that 
he sanctioned the buying, and I knew that he himself bought shares, and 

I think he bought them from C and P . — And out of these 

transactions the liabilities sprang 7 As to these, I know Captain Bobert- 
son had a very heavy liability that afternoon, on which he might have been 
sued. — With his own brokers ? With the brokers, whoever they were. I 
believe Price and Brown were Mr. Seymotff's own brokers." Then he i» 
asked, " Who took that loss upon themselves ? I believe you did ; in fact^ 
I think I remember I myself got that £6,000 bill given up — ^no, I did not ; 
I believe they released every one but yourself."* 

Now, his evidence is confirmed by that of Mr. Price, page 280, Sixth 
Meeting, page 7 (ante, p. 25). He speaks generally that he remembers the 
settling day of the 28th February, and that Mr. Seymour made an application 
for an advance. He says : — *' Mr. Brown, my partner, almost invariably 
had possession of all securities." Mr. Brown, you will remember, was one of 
the partners, and that gentleman was one of the witnesses who are dead. 
This evidence is, therefore, second hand, but Mr. Price remembers an ap- 
plication being made that day for an advance of money. He was in the 
ofiice at the time. He is asked, " Can you state — I wish you to state to 
. the Court, as far as you can state-— what the purpose of the advance was ? 
You and others brought a quantity of securities, and you wanted an advance 
of £2,500. — By Master Ba^^we : In cash ? In cash ; £2,500 in cash ; a 
draft on our bankers was uie same thing for £2,500, for the purpose, as was 
stated, to relieve some gentleman on the Stock Exchange, who would other- 
wise be a defaulter, if such a sum could not be procured, as he had be^n 
dealing with parties, as I suppose, in Waller and other shares. — By Mr. 
Seymour: Yes, an application to relieve some brokers? Some brokers. 
One gentleman, I believe, of the name of Helps ; he was one gentleman 
who was to be relieved, I suppose, for the money he had advanced. As far 
as you can remember, did you understand that certain purchases had been 
made for some gentlemen — directors of the Waller Company; and the 
object of the loan was stated at the time to be, to relieve the brokers who 
bought for those gentlemen, from being declared' defaulters? Master 
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Grieene : That mu, the gentlemen who had employed the broken f Mr. 
Seymoor: The brokers themaelTes. The Witneee: The broken would 
ha^e been answerable themselTes, if the principals had not paid the money. 
— ^By Maflter CyMalley : Broken who had purchased shares of a company 
by the direction of the company ? I understood by the directon or the 
company. — Do you lememb^ any notable name in connection with it f 

I think Mr. H was connected with it." And then he also mentions 

Mr.L . 

Mr. Seymour says, at page 284 : ^ Do ^on recollect upon that occasion 
receiving — your firm receiving — h quantity of securities V I pass over 
the questions that do not have a bearing upon the case. ** Yes, I do 
recollect that very welL** — ^Then he is askM, *' What amount of securities 
did they receive from me ; how many Waller shares f Oh ; it was 8,930 
originally. 8,930 ?->8,930 originally. From whom? Mr. Seymour: 
From me. By Master Greene : From whom ? They were brought to our 
office in the afternoon ; I understood they belonged to Mr. Seymour. — 
Who brousht them f They were given to my partner. I do not know 
who gaye them to him. — Were they scrip shares ? Scrip shares. — ^And you 
were present } Yes ; I happened to be in the ofloe when they came to 
borrow the money. He left the shares ; they were a large bundle.** Then, 
^ By Master Bi^hawe : They were all delivered together ; dl in one 
bundle? I do not know by whom. — By the same ^trty? By Master 
O'Malley : By whom did you understand ? I undentood they belonged to 
Mr. Seymour ; and also 100 Adelaide land and ffold shares.'* 

Now, you wUl observe that he speaks here of the act of some one else. He 
was not the person who received them ; and you will find he was mistaken 
when he said they were all in one bundle : because Mr. Seymour's own 
shares were delivered separately by him. Captain Bobertson's securities 

were delivered separately by Mr. H . They were there together, and 

so fiir Mr. Price is quite right ; they were there together, and the transac- 
tion is one entire transaction. The rest of his examination is not material. 

Master CMallet : Where is that evidence that they were delivered by 
Mr. H ? 

Mr.^LTTSH : I have not got to that yet. I wish you only to bear it in 
mind. He eroeaks indistinctly about it. He was there, not as doing the 
business for Mr. Seymour, but he was in the office, and seeing the parties 
there together, his conclusion is, that they all came in together, and the 
securities were aJl in one bundle. He is asked by Master Karslake, at page 

289 

Master O'MAiiLBT : Mr. Price, you will observe, when he was here, does 
not speak of Captain Robertson's shares. He says, there was a quantity 
of Waller shares. He does not say anything about the Army and Navy 
dub debentures.* 

Mr. Lush : He does not. It is quite clear he had a very indistinct no* 
tion of the transaction. He was not a principal party in it, but he does say, if 
you turn to page 289, where Master Karslaike asks at the bottom of the 
page, " Do you know any other person that came with Mr. Seymour ? 

—Mr. H is the only person I recollect." You will find it at the 

last line of the page ; so that it is quite clear from him that Mr. H 

came there with Mr. Seymour at that time. The remainder of his ex- 
amination, and the cross-examination, I think, is addressed to this chiefly. 



• That is easily explained. The securities were handed to Mr. Brown, tiot Mr. 
Piiee, and put away by the former. Mr. Price has stated that Mr. Brown attended 
to such matters. The Waller shares were by far the most valuable and most 
bulky of the securities lodged, and they were Mr. Seymour's own property. 
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It appears dearly that Mr. Seymour afterwards paid off, from time to time, 
a portion of the loan, and in tnat wa^ redeemed a portion of the securities. 

Now we go to the eyidenoe of Mi. Helps, and we now oome to tfau» 
Seyenth Meeting. 

Master cyMiXLKT : May I ask for the red number ? 

Mr. Lush : I will tell yon directly ; page 316 (urUe, p. 33). Now, yon will 
obeerye that Mr. Helps was the broker who had been employed by partdesy 
whoeyer they were, to buy these shares, and to giye them a fictitious price 
on the market^ and to him the whole of the sum of j£2,600 was paid. Now, 
then, he says, at the middle of page 317, after saying he stood liable for 
j£2,500 on that day— -r- 

Master (VMallbt : I do not think ho says he stood liable. (1) 

Mr. LusB : Yes ; '' now you say " — ^it is the third question on that page 
— ^^ you say you stood liable for j£2,G00 on that day {-—Yes. Did you re- 
ceiye any money before the dose of the business hours on the Stock 
Exchange from any personon account of Waller shares 7 — Master Treasurer : 
On account of that liability ? — ^Mr. Seymour : I am yery anxious to put it 
in a way which is not leading. The Witness : I reoeiyed a cheque frt>iii 
Price and Brown." It is in answer, he had said so before. ^ On that day, 
Mr. Helps, what amount did you stand liable for on account of the purT 
chases in those Waller shares ? ;£2,400 or 2,500."— Then Mr. Seymoui* 
says, *^ Was I liable to you as a stockbroker on account of those shares ? 
Well, it is BO long ago, I forget precisely what took place. On one occasion, 
a few days before I had to pay for these shares, I remember that you called 

with Mr. H , and 1 agreed to shift the responsibility from Mr. 

H to you, if required !" Then page 317 (the same page) he is asked, 

'* Haye you got any journal, or any entry, or any transfer m a book ? I do 
not know. — By M^ter Treasurer : Any trani^er in books, any entry ? 
Yes, yes ; I immediately entered it to Mr. Seymour." Then at page 319 : 
— ^' Haye you got any journal, or any entry, in which the sum of j£2,600 
appears ? I haye an entry in my cash-book and in my banker's book, that I 
receiyed £2,500 for a cenbain number of Waller Mining shares, which were 

ordered to be bought by Mr. H . Mr. H brought you ; and 

you, after some conyersation with him, said you were made we scapegoat, 
and you were made responsible to rdieye him : and I relieyed him, and 
charged it to you." 

Well, then you haye the farther eyidence of Mr. Dowling, at page 322 {anie, 
p. 36). Now, you will obserye Mr. Dowling is a stockbroker : hut before I 
pa^s on to that, sir, at page 321 you will find, towards the end of Uie page, 
^* You do not understand any more than that they paid the money and took 
away the shares ? I imagined that Mr. Seymour had communication with 
Price and Brown, and honourably had taken the responsibility upon himself; 
and I considered it yery honourable ; and I got the money and gaye up the 
shares. — By Master Greene : Were you present when Mr. Seymour gaye 
instructions to Price and Brown ? No ; but Mr. Seymour told me that 
Price and Brown would come to me and pay the money, and he authorised 
nie to giye them the shares, which I did. Therefore, I say I haye eyidence 
enough of what I assert." 

Now, then, Mr. Dowling says, at page 323, after being asked, '^ Do you 
recollect, in February, 1853, haying any transactions in the purchase of 
Waller Mining shares ?" He says, " I do. — Do you recollect any person 
you saw at the office % I remember seeing the secretary and three or four 
of the directore of the company. — Did you see them more than once ? Oh ! 
I went there frequently. I went to the company's office frequently in 
February, 1853. — Do you recollect any of the directors whom you saw? 
I recollect seeing three or four directors. I recollect seeing Major Eeed, 
whom I knew something of. I recollect seeing Captain Eobertson. I 
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recollect seeing Mr. M . I am not rare about the name ; I think I 

was, as fiur as I can recollect ; and ouoe or twice I saw Mr. Seymour ; bnt 
Mr. Seymour -was not alwaya there. I say oocaaioDally I saw you there 
but you were not always there. — Do you recollect receiving any orders to 
bay shares on any of tiiose occasions when you went over to the company ? 
I reoeiyed several orders at that time. I recollect more than that ; I reool- 
left being, if you will excuse me saying — I was uneasy about the payment 
for these shares. I went over to the office of the company, having a great 
d^ of money to receive from them. — Do you recollect what day t I went 
over a great many days ; I do not reooUeot exactly what day ; and speak- 
ing to uie directors abeut the shares, they said mey did not think they 
would be delivered at aU ; if they bought the shares, they would not he 
d^vered. I was no V^rtv to that ; bnt I did not say so. A gentleman on 
ihe StodL Exchange said he thought the shares woold go down. I said I 
did not think they would. Mr. said he knew they would be deli- 
vered ; and he mentioned Mr. L ^'s name, who was either a director 

or promoter connected with the company. This was a confidential commu- 
nication of his. A day or two before the settling day— a day or two before 
they had to be paid for — I went over to the oomnany , and saw the directors, 
and told tiiem that although they said they would not be delivered, I heard 
they would be delivered ; and they said they had plenty of security there 
to meet them. — Whom did you see ? I saw three oirectors. I cannot tell 
yon individually their names. I saw — I do not like to say too much about 
the thing, because it is some eight years ago. Did you see Captain Bobertson ? 
I saw him frequently. — Did you see him on that occasion ? I have no doubt I 
did. — ^There were always three there. Therewas Major Beed also. I saw them 
upon each occasion 1 was there. I have no doubt Captain fiobertson was 
there." 

Now, I have mentioned before, you will find, that Captain Bobertson 
was not there on the Monday ; so that he did not know wnere the shares 
were gone when they were taken ; but he was there when the general 
arrangement was made. ** I have no doubt that Captain Bobertson was 
there---On that day ? On that day. This was on the Saturday. I went 
down to Brighton, and I was uneasy about the payment for the shares, and 
they told me they had plenty of security to pay for them, if they were deli- 
vered. I told them what I had heard about L . They said he would 

not deliver them. Captain Bobertson, I know was there, and he was 

annoyed at my mentioning L ^'s name in connection with it,— (By 

Mr. Seymour) : You say that was on the Saturday ? I know it was on the 
Saturday, because I^was going down to Brighton till the Monday, and on 
Monday I came up, and I received the amount, as you remember, for the 
shares." Then he is asked by Master Greene, ^ Did you see Captain 
Bobinson on the Monday, on tne settling day ? It is eight years ago. — 
You have spoken to seeing him on the Saturday ? I went and saw the 
directors in the morning. Mr. Seymour brought me the amount in the 
afternoon. Whom did you see in the office ? I saw two or three of them. 
— ^Did you see Captain Bobertson on the Monday ? I have no doubt I saw 
him ; I am not positive. — You cannot say ? I called on the Saturday and 
the Monday. — (By Master Bagshawe) : Have you any means of knowing 
that the settling day was on the Monday ? I know. You pass the ac- 
counts on one £iy, and pay for them on the other ; and Saturday was the 
last day for making up the accounts.'' Then he is asked, " Are you quite 
sure that you saw Captain Bobertson ? I cannot say ; it is eight years 
ago. I thought it was very difficult — Yes. (By Master Bagshawe) : If 
any gentleman says he was not there, you do not know to the contrary ? / 
say, upon my honour, to the best of my belief, I saw him on the Saturday, — I 
mean the settling day ? That was the day I had to settle these things. I 
went over to see Mr. Seymour. Mr. Hudson, M.P.,had introduced me to Mr. 
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SejmoTir, and it was through him I did the biuiiieBS for ihe directors. Mr. 
Sejmonrwaa not there, luid I saw the other directors ; and I can say posi- 
tively I saw on the Saturday Captain Bobertson there. On the Monday, 
I got the money for the shares. — (By Master O'Malley) : First of all, I 
have taken down, ' I am anite sore that I saw Captain Bobertson thei>e/ 
and then, * I am not sure.' On Monday I am not sore. On the Saturday 
Mr. Seymour was not there, and the others were there." ^ 

Master O'Mallbt : That must be a mistake. 

Mr. Lush : No, no ; Mr. Seymour was not there. 

Master O'Mallst : Oh, I beg your pardon ; you are quite right. 

Mr. Lush : " On the Saturday I have not the slightest doubt whatever. 
I say that because I saw him before going down to Brighton." I think, 
sir, that is all I need read of Mr. Doming ; so that if you take it upon the 
evidence as it stands here, how is it, you will ask, that the directors of the 
company. Captain Bobertson being one, have involved themselves in diffi- 
culties by arranging to rig the market? They had agreed. Captain 

Bobertson being one, with tmit man L ^ that they would rig the market. 

L had betrayed them, and delivered the shares, and so compelled the 

brokers whom the others had employed to make purchases in order to get 
up the shares to a high price, to take them. The orokers would have been 
bound to take them, after having got them up to an undue price, at that 
fictitious price, and so they would have been losers of that sum. Then 
came the question, What is to be done by the directors 1 so they brought 
their securities together, determining by bringing what they could. Captain 
Bobertson among the rest (for Captain Bobertson himself was there on the 
Saturday before the settling day, and was one of the parties providing these 
securities), that they should reimburse their brokers for the loss they had 
incurred. 

Now, Mr. Seymour has declared that he was not one of the parties to 
the arrangement for rigging the market. He admits that he was chairman 
of the company, but says that he was out of town at the time, and that 
when he came back he ms indignant at what had been done. He then 
took upon himself the liabilities, and got all the directors to retire, except 
Captain Bobertson himself 

Before I come to the documents I have, I will just call your attention to 
Mr. Seymour's own version of it. [Mr. Lush then read Mr. Seymour's 
statement, see ante, pp. 15 to 19, and 39.] 

Now, you will find it will turn out that it was not Major Beed who took 
the securities of Captain Bobertson out of the box. That fact, again, is 
an illustration of the infirmity of memory, after this lapse of time. It was 

Mr. H who took those securities. Major Beed was one of the parties 

at the office of the brokers, with Mr. Seymour ; but it was Mr. H 's 

hand that took the securities of Captain Bobertson. 

Now, first, you will observe that Mr. Seymour has said that these parties 

associated together with Mr. L to rig the market ; " 1 (Mr. Seymour) 

not being a party to that rigging at all. The liabilities they had incurred 
were their own. I was no party to it at all ; and what I did in taking the 
debts of the directors upon myself was not [for the purpose of answering 
any liabilities of my own, but in order to save the company's brokers." 
Now, sir, I am able to produce to you the original agreement between 

these parties and L , which was the origin of the whole transaction 

of going into the market with those shares, and you will find that Mr. 
Seymour is no party to it. 
Master Treasurer : That is the original, is it ? 
Mr. Lush : Yes. 
Master O'Malley : This is new 1 

Mr. Lush : Yes. 

Master Greene : Whom do you represent as taking the bundles of 
securities to the brokers ? 
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Mr. Lush : I aa^ Major Beed took one, and Mr. H another, and 

Mr. Seymonr a third. Major Beed did not take Captain Robertson's. 

Master CFMaixet : The npshot of that evidence is that Major Reed 
gave the anthoritv for taking Captain Robertson's shares. Mr. Seymour 

took some, and Major Reed took some, and Jfr, H took Captain 

RobertaofCB, 

•Mr. Lush : Just so ; but I infer that Mr. H was the party to whom 

he gave authority. There may be something wrong in the memory. 

Master Philltmorb : Is your position that Mr. Seymour took one bundle 
of Captain Robertson's, and Mr. H took another ? 

Mr. Lush : No ; Mr, Seymour took only a bundle of hie own securities. 

Mr. Setmoub : I onlt took mt own. I nkvxr had Robi&btson's in mt 

HAND ! 

Mr. Lush : Captain Robertson's were taken bj Mr. H . He was one 

of the parties that went. I infer, from Captam Robertson's own state- 
statement, that Mr. H took them. 

Master O'Mallst : Is that material, Mr. Lush ? 

Mr. Lush : Perhaps not. But it has been aJleged that Mr. Seymour 
took them. 

Now, sir, I produce the original agreement between those parties, which 
I say is the foundation of that ringing speculation. 

Master Greenwood : Whom do you mean by ^ those parties 7 " 

Mr. Lush : The directors, minus Mr. Seymour. " 16th December, 1862.'* 
You see this is the agreement for this transaction. The deposit was 
really in 1853. The origmal agreement, by which the whole speculation was 

carried on, is signed S. H ^,Thos.'Banfield, O. S, Roherteon, J. Hay- 

thome Reed, Geo. M. M . 

[Mr. Lush then entered into a detailed account of the history of the 
efforts made by Mr. Seymour to save the Directors from the loss, and the 
company from the discredit of the transaction in which they had been 
engaged, pp. 29 to 39, 13th meeting, B. R It only affects the real merits 
of the case by showing that Captain Robertson -was an active party, and 
that his securities are referred to as available with others to meet the 
liabilities of the Board.] 

Mr. Lush : Now, we find those securities were deposited by Captain 
Robertson at the Company's office. Captain Bobertsou was there on the 
Saturday. Though not on the Monday, he was there very shortly after- 
wards. Then Captain Bobertson must have known that his securities 
were used. 

Now, in the month of June, Captain Bobertson writes to Mr. Seymour 
— ^this is a new one — after he found they were deposited ; so that there were 
March, April, May^ June, before he wrote ; he let it go on all that time. 
But before I read it, let me call your attention to this : it was known to 
ALL ; it is proved, that on the 28th of Februarv, and immediately after 
Mr. Seymour got the whole of the directors displaced, except Captain 
Bobertson — displaced on account of this transaction — Mr. Seymour had 
volunteered that he would take upon himself the liabilities of the company : 
to him, therefore, Captain Robertson looked to get back bis shares, because 
Mr. Seymour pledged himself that he would pay off the liabilities ;^ and 
that accounts for the application to Mr. Seymour to get back the securities. 
Now, he writes on the 22nd of June, 1863, " Dear Seymour" — not the style 

_, , , i„ , II I — ■-■ 

♦ The pledge was expressly given only to the retiring Directors. Mr. Seymour 
told Ihefm he could undertake to return their securities in counse of time. Captain 
Robertson remained a Director, and he therefore bad no claim on Mr. Seymoiir ; 
but when the latter found that Captain Robertson, long after the deposit, actually 

questioned the authority of Mr. H to use securities which he brought to the 

office for tiiat very purpose, and as Mr. Seymour to some extent sanctioned their 
use, the latter undertook to get them back as soon as he could. 
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of a man whose secnrities had been stolen from him in the way in which 
the chai^ would lead you to suppose I {The tetter vhu handed in.) '^ Dear 
SeymouTy — I have been greatly disappointed at not receiving the securities 
to^iay. You told me, on Wednesday last, that, without reserve, I should 
have them on Tuesday or to-day, if I called at the office ; and if compelled 
to leave town before that, you would, on a line from me, procure theuL I 
have come to-day at great inconvenience, and have remained upwards of 
an hour relying upon your good faith. I must say it seems strange that 
securities of nune, made use of* without any permission on my part, should 
remain upivards of four months unredeemed, when Ma. H tells 

MB HS ONLY TOOK UPON HIMSELF TO LKND THBM FOR FOUR-AND-TWENTT 
HOURS." 

Now, you will observe, he does not charge Mr. Seymour with having 
taken them, but he charges the very person who did take them. He says : 

" H tells me he only took upon himself to lend them for four-and- 

twenty hours. I must beg of you to lose no time in obtaining them, other- 
wise I may be seriously inconvenienced ; and as life with me is very 
uncertain, and I have nothing in the shape of acknowledgment of any kind 
for the £180 that is due by you to me, will you have the goodness to give 
me your bill at three months, which I promise faithfuUy shall never leave 
my desk until you demand it ? I really cannot feel much flattered at the 
treatment I have received." Now, I say, in the first place, the letter is not 
the letter of a man to another who had stolen his securities out of his box 
in the preceding February ! The letter itself shows that it was not Mr. 

Seymour who luid taken them, but Mr. H , and that Mr. H 

had said that he took upon himttelf (a strong expression) to lend them only 
for four-and-twenty hours. Now, this is a letter written, you will re- 
member, months arter he applied to get them back. Why he applied to 
Mr. Seymour was not because Mr. Seymour was originally liable. Mr. 
Seymour had taken upon himself to pay the debts, and therefore to him 
the application was made ; not to him as the thief, not to him as the man 
who had stolen the securities, but as the man who had undertaken to pay 
the debt for which these securities had been placed with Price and Brown 
by Mr. H ! 

Master Greens : What is that £180 that is spoken of ? 

Mr. Sethour : I will explain it if you like.f 

Mr. Lush : It will come in in its proper place. 

Master Greene : Yes ; you are right. It will come in in the proper 
place. 

Mr. Lush : Now, then, the charge before you is, that Mr. Seymour stole 
these securities out of a box, and pledged them for his own private purposes. 
What they were pledged for was to raise funds to discharge a debt which 
Captain Kobertson was liable to pay. They were not taken away by Mr. 

Seymour, but by Mr. H ; and to iJe used in this particular way, 

namely, for the emergencies of the directors. You will remember in the 
evidence — and honourable gentlemen will not foi^t it — Captain Eobertson 
was liable to brokers of his own ; and it is said he intended, if the shares 
were not taken for these purposes, they should go to his own brokers, and 
not to Price and Brown. That is utterly foreign to this charge I The 
charge is, Mr. Seymour had stolen the securities. Now, they were used 
for the Durposes of the directors, and, in fact, were not used by him at all, 
but by Mr. H ; and you know from Captain Bobertson's own letter 

♦ Observe : — He does not add " by tou." 

+ Captain Robertson had bought at a very early stage in the transaction some 
Waller shares, and he had the coolness to ask Mr. Seymour to take them off his 
hands beevuse Mr. Seymour had taken the other liabilities. Mr. Seymour thought 
this a moat unreasonable request ! That is the meaning of the £180 ! 



\ 
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in June, that Mr. H had taken upon himself to lend them, and that 

he only lent them for not more than foor-and-twenty hours. Then he 
compLuns to Mr. Seymour, because Mr. Seymour became tubtequenUy the 
responsible partr, and not to Mr. Seymour as the thief who had stolen the 
Becurities. And that is the reason he addresses him as " JDkab Sethour," 
on the 22nd June 1- 

Master Greenwood : Then the letter from his solicitor states that they 
were deposited " by you."* 

Mr. Lush : And just observe, sir, what tactics Mr. Lefroy uses ! It is 

THE BLUSTTERINO OF AN INTIMIDATINO ATTORNEY, Captain BobertSOU COUld 

not get his securities. He goes to Mr. Lefroy. And what does Mr. Lefroy 
do ? Why, he writes a letter in direct contradiction to the letter of his dient 
in June. It is just the act of a blustering attorney. He says he will take 
out a summons. He never dared to take out a summons, or take any pro- 
ceedings at all ! 

Master Greene : The letter has no date of year. I presume it was in 
1853. 

Mr. Lttsh : I will tell you why it must be ; he was dead before June, 
1854, and it must have been 1853. 

Master Greene : " Wednesday, the 22nd f* no month, noyear.t 

Mr. Lush : He died before the following June, 1854. When he died 
does not appear exactly ; but whenever was the time, he lived to receive 
the answer of Mr. Seymour, by which Mr. Seymour tells him, ** I did not 
pledge the securities at all ; they were pledged for a debt of Captain 
Bobertson's. Mr. Lefroy does not brin^r that letter before you at all ; he still 
keeps on pressing Mr. Seymour, as if he wished to carry on the ststem of 

INTIMIDATION by 

Master Greene : It was addressed to Mr. Seymour. 

Mr. Lush : No ; I am speaking of Mr. Seymour's letter to Mr. Lefroy. 
I sav he does not produce Mr. Seymour's answer that those were pledged 
by H , and not byhim. Well, the only other piece of evidence is 

Master (VMallet : The letters are consistent in this w^ : Mr. H 

gave the authority to lodge them for twenty-four hours, ae says so. Well, 
that is quite consistent with Mr. Seymour being the person who got them. 
He applies to Mr. Seymour in this way, because Mr. Seymour had, in the 
final arrangement, put himself in the shoes of Mr. H . 

Mr. Lush : Jtut so; and although that would be so, naturally, when au 
attorney charges a man who has a deposit of securities with taking them, 
and imputes a criminal taking of the securities, it must be assumed that he 
has a ground for so saying. 

Master CMallet \ Oh! of course. 

Mr. Lush : Therefore I say that Mr. Lefroy, within a month after writing 
this letter, writes one quite the reverse. Then, there is one other docu- 
ment, and that is, the letter which has been read — ^a letter written by 
Captain Bobertson's brother to Mr. Lefroy, pending this inquiry, which is 
not evidence. 

Master Sir F. W. Slade : Ah ! but you must remember Mr. Seymour 
consented to its being put m,X 



* It shows the real truth of Mr. Lefroy's "instructions I** Captain Bobertson 
does not say " by you,** 

t It is endorsed ootside with the year and date by Mr. Gk>ldring, Mr. Seymour's 
clerk, made at the time of its receipt. 

t Even if he did, those who knew the contents of the letter, which he did not, 
and could not have anticipated, should have been the last to take advantage of his 
anxiety to get in the copy of Captain Greene's notes, and should have ^mlshed 
him with a copy of Colonel Robertson's before it was admitted in evidence. 

8 
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Mr. LxTSH : Mr. Seymour had no idea that that waa written to his own 
attorney ; he thought it was written to the Benchers. I must answer the 
observation. Mr. Seymonr consented under the idea that that was a letter 
written to the Bench — ^to you — and not a letter written by Colonel Bobert- 
Bon to his attorney. 

Master Kabslake : Mr, Seymour expressed his swrprise. 

Mr. Lush : He did. Here is a statement of a man second-hand. Ir 
ouoHT HOT TO BB BBCSiYBD IN ANT TBiBUNAL ! but wheu you oompare it 
with the documents I haye now put in, it would be insmUing you if I made 
any obseryations upon it ! 

Master O^Majajet : Mr. Seymour trusted to this Bench 

Mr. Lush : Mr. Seymour said at the moment, " I had no idea it was 
written to the attorney." 

Master Greenb : It will haye just the weight it deseryes, and no more. 

Master O'Mallet : Four observations are auite pertinent. 

Mr. Lush : I noticed it because I said I dia not intend to pass oyer one 
piece of eyidence bearing upon the case. That I do not call evidence at aU. 
Those I have presented to you show most clearly this, that the charge that 
Mr. Seymour stole these securities is utterly tmfoundedj and that there is no 
blame whatever to be imj^uted to Mr. Seymour, except this, that he under- 
took to satasfy the liabilities of the directors, and, therefore, undertook to 
redeem these securities, and he was not aJble to do so so soon as he expected. 
He did redeem them, or a great portion of them, you remember, as soon as 
he could — ^the shares belonging to the Army and Navy Club. That ia the 
yery outside of his offence in that transaction ! 

Master Knowlbb : That letter, written by Colonel Bobertson, ought not 
to have been in, you say l 

Mr. Lush : No. 

Master (^Malley : Still, however, it was a compromise between them. 
He agreed that it should be put in if others were allowed to be put in, that 
of Captain Greene's among the rest. One ought to be r«Eul if the others 
are read. 

Mr. Lush : I hope the Benchers will not think that I am imputing to 
them anything wrong. I am sure legal minds will not look into it. 

Master Tbeasubee : We came to the conclusion that it was legal 
evidence ! 

Master O'Mallet : It was an arrangement between Mr. Seymour and 
Master Bagshawe, that if one written by Captain Greene came in, Colonel 
Bobertson's should come in too. The feeling of the Bench was very strong 
to exclude them both ; but as the Manager of the case and Mr. Seymour 
agreed to that compromise, we agreed to receive it. 

Master Sir F. W. Slade : I did not know that Colonel Bobertson's letter 
was written after this inquiry commenced !* 

Mr. Lush : We find hy Captain Bobertson's letter he had seen Mr. 

H , and what Mr.H had told him. What I should have liked 

to have civen in, is a copy of a letter which Mr. G , the secretary, 

wrote to him in answer to his application for his securities. There is do 
doubt that this must have been afterwards. 

Master Greene: It is a copy. Do you propose to prove that the 
original is lost ? 

Mr. Lush : No. 

Master Greene : We only take them de bene esse. 



* A light Beems at last to have broken upon the Bench, that to admit such a 
letter, written for the obvious purpose of prejudicing Mr. Seymour c^fter the inquiiy 
commenced, was utterly inezcus^le, even though Mr. Seymour, ignorant of its 
contents, consented to its production ! 
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Mr. Lush : All I can do is to call evidence to prove them. 

Master Kkowuss : Then we shall never get to the end of this inquiry ! 

Mr. Lush : I cannot call Mr. G— ; but I can prove his handwriting. 

Master (VMAixEr : The question is, whether they are copies of original 
documents ? 

Master Ejlbslakb: Captain Bobertson's writing, I suppose^ can be 

prov^f 

Mr. LcHH : Yes. Captain Robertson lived in Lreland, and died in 
Ireland. I cannot get letters firom him. It is not likely, from the temper 
of his brother, we could get them from him. 

Master O^Mallbt : But you have the original of the letter from Captain 
Bobertsonf 

Mr. Lush : Oh, yes. Mr. Q tells him, in this letter, what became 

of his securities : — " Jn reply to your letter of yesterdMr's date, I beg to 
inform you that your securities are in the hands of Messrs. Price and 
Brown. They were taken firom the box of this company bt Mr. H * 

together with a pu^ of W. Q. shares. Mr. Seymour will be in the City 
to-day. He is taking steps for the liberation of your securities, which l 
trnst he will be able to enect" 

Master Tkkabjjbmbl: That is from Mr. Q to Captain Bobertson f 

Mr. Lush: That is fit>m Mr. Q to Captain Bobertson : he says, '^ I 

tell you where they are. They were taken by Mr. H . There is 

one bit of evidence of Mr. Lefrx>y. It has been stated in a way to give the 
greatest sting to Mr. Seymour. He said tiiat he had several interviews 

with Mr. H . Now, it cannot be denied that Mr. H must 

have told him that he, Mr. H y took these securities, and why he 

took them ; you cannot doubt that Mr. H *^, in self-exculpation, told 

him why those securities were taken, and that Captain Bobertson was a 
party to the pledging of them with Price and Brown. It teems as if Mr, 
JMroy was a partisan ekarging Mr, Seymour in a letter, and withholding 
Mr, Seymawr's a/nswer to it from you. Hs dobs hot disclosb what hb 

MUST HAVE KKOWN;. 

Master CMallet : I think that is scarcely fair to Mr. Lefroy. 

Mr. Lush : I regret I was not here ! It strikes me that the vert 

SHAPE OF THE EVIDENCE VROM BBGUrNINO TO END ENTITLES XE TO MAKE 
THAT OBSERVATION UPON IT. 

Well, sir, I have now done with Captain Bobertson's case. 

Master 0*Mallet : I see, Mr. Lush, tibat the short-hand writer has taken 
down your speech. I sugsest, as it may be the same Benchers that are 
here to-night may not benere next time, tJbat they should read your other 
ai^gaments. 

Mr. Lush : It would be very desirable ; and I should desire on behalf of 
Mr. Seymour, that those gentlemen who are here to-night should ac^ttdtcate 
upon the <»M.t 



* In opening the chai^ge against Mr. Seymour, Mr. Bagshawe stated that when 
Captain Bobertson inqnired at the office, he was "told" Mr. Seymour had taken 
Mb secnrities. This letter proves the contrary. 

t See Mr. Seymour's protest (post). Mr. Seymour would uncommonly like to 
know how many of the Benchers who heard the foregoing speech came to the con- 
clusion that he was guilty of "recklessness of assertion,'* in claiming credit for an 
act which evidently some of the Benchers thought inconceivable because of its 
" BoxAVTio oEirsBosiTT !*' Cau anything more clearly illustrate the prejudice that 
Mr. Seymour bad to remove, and against which Mr. Lush gave such an earnest 
caution! 
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(14th Meeting, p. 1.) 

Master Trkabitrbr : Mr. Lush, when jon addressed the Bench on Thurs- 
day last, I think it was on Captain Bobertson's case 7 

Mr. Lush : Yes. 

Master Treasurbr : What case will jou address ns on to-night ? » 

Mr. Lush : It occnrred to me that it would be more convenient now to 
conclude that case, and call the witnesses I have in order to verify the 
documents I produced. It occurred to me that it would be more convenient 
to call those witnesses at once. After that I shall have to address you on 
Messrs. Coutts' case ; and from what I see I shall not be able to go beyond 
that case to-night, though I shall be happy, if the Bench wish, to go on to 
the full extent of the time they will allow me. 

Now, sir, there are certain documents which I have to verify which were 
produced on the last occasion ; one, an important one, is the letter of 
Captain Bobertson himsel£ Tou will remember the letter of Captain 
Booertson I produced, and which I undertook to verify. Now, Captain 
Bobertson had, of course, an account at Cox & Greenwood's, and it occurred 
to us that the best means of verifying his letter was by calling some mem- 
ber of that firm. Accordingly, we have applied to Messrs. Cox & Green- 
wood, and a veir old derk who is there perfectly well i 'Bmembers him ; 
but he is a gentleman who goes out of town every night, and cannot be got 
here. He has gone of his own accord and made, what I hand over to you now, 
a solemn declaration before a magistrate of the authenticity of that letter. 
If you are not satisfied with that, we will try to get him to attend ; but we 
are all under the disability of being unable to compel him to attend. Now, 
we^ first of all, produce that to you. 

{The Dedaration was handed in.) 

Master Grebns : I think that will do. 

Master Anderson : We have taken evidence during-this inquiry of a ^ 
less formal character than that. 

Mr. Lush : Yes, vou have taken evidence not upon oath. I was not 
aware that any doubt was thrown upon the authenticity of the letter ; but, 
as I said I undertook to verify every document, I wish to do so. I thought 
this gentleman would attend ; but he is an old man — ^an old clerk at 
Messrs. Cox and Greenwood's — and he goes out of town every night. 

Master Greens : Surely he is not the only man who knows Captain 
Bobertson's handwriting. 

Mr. Lush : 1 do not know that he is, but he is the oldest derk in the 
house, and he knew this gentleman particularly. Now, then, he says :— ''I, 
Thomas Edward Dwelly, of Craig's-court, Charing Cross, derk to Messrs. 
Cox & Co., Army Agents, of that place, do solemnly and sincerely declare 
that I well knew and was acquainted with Captain George Abercrombie 
Bobertson, late on half-pay, unattached, and formerly of the 69th Begiment, 
and that the annexed letter, bearing his signature, I believe fully to be in 
his own proper handwriting, and not in that of any other person whatever." 
That is taken before a mamstrate at Westminster. 

Master Greenwood : That is equivalent to an oath, and we could not 
exact that much from him at this table. 

Mr. Lush : That is equivalent to an oath, and that I put in. It is from a 
perfectly disinterested party, a gentleman at whose bank Captain Bobertson 
kept an account for vears. The letter itself is already printed ; it is the 
identical letter which I put in the other night which is attached to the 
declaration. We were obliged to ask for it away from here to put to the 
declaration. 
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Master Moke : The 22]id of June. 

Master Kabslaks : The 22nd of Jane, 1863 : '' Dear Seymotur, — ^I am 
greatly disappointed at not " 

Master Giusenb : Mr. Seymour applied to me for the letter for the pur- 
pose of its bein^ verified, or rather to present to witnesses who might be 
able to verify the handwriting. I thought it proper that Mr. Seymour 
should have that opportunity, and I accordingly let him have it. Mr. 
Seymour has now returned it annexed to a declaration. Whether thai will 
l^ mjficient or noif I do not know.* Of course, there are no means of asking 
the witness any questions upon this declaration. (!) 

Master Kabslake : Tou know how few questions there are to ask on 
that 

Master Ejtowles : Mr. Seymour would, I dare say, speak to the hand- 
writing. 

Mr. Setmoub : Oh ! yes ; of course I would. 

Mr. Lush : Now, I will, with your permission, ask Mr. Seymour a few 
questions. 

[14th Meeting, p. 4.] 

WILLIAM DIGBY SEYMOUR, Esq., Examined hy Mr. LUSH. • 

Were you aoauainted with Captain Bobertson's handwriting 7 

I was perfectly. 

Is that letter (handing it to witness) in your belief in his handwriting t 

Undoubtedly it is. 

Mr. Lush : Will you oblige me. Master Greene, with the copies of the 
letters I put in the other night t 

Master Greene : I think they are all here that you presented to the 
Bench last evening. I wUl hand them to you that you may use them as 
you please, the cheque among them. 

(J%e Packet of Papers was handed to Mr. Lush,) 

Mr. Lush : Now, first of all, tne Benchers will remember one letter was 

a copy of a letter I put in from Mr. Seymour to L , dated February 

28th, 1853. You wiU remember I did not put that in as an ori£[inal letter 

— of course not ; that was sent to L I put it in as the draft of the 

letter which Mr. Seymour wrote. 

Now, Mr. Seymour, tell me, is that the draft of the letter which you. 
sent to Mr. L-— ? 

It is. 

Look at the endorsement here: "W. D. S. to L f was that 

written at the time ? 

I have not the least doubt it was. 

There is another letter (handing same), purporting to be the draft of a 

letter from you to L , without a date ; just look at that, and tell me 

whose handwriting it is ? 

This letter is in the handwriting of the secretary to the company ; it 
was copied by my direction. 

By him? 

By him. 

I will now put into your hand a letter purporting to be from L 

(handing same to the Witness), dated 21st February ; do you know whose 
handwriting that is ? 

* A solemn statutory declaration of a perfectly competent and disinterested 
witness is deemed, by Master Qreene, insufficient to prove the handwriting of 
Captain Robertson to a letter Touched as his by Mr. Seymour ; and yet a letter, 
purporting to be written by Colonel Robertson, was read without any proof of his 
liandwriting, except that Mr. Lefroy produced it as coming from him ! Is this 
impartial justice 1 
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I cannot answer that question. My impression was, nntil a doubt was 
raised here the other day at this table, that this was in the handwriting of 
Mr. L— — ; but I will not undertake now to aay it was in his own hand- 
writing. If not it was most likely in the handwriting of his derk ; but the 
letter was handed to me as a letter left for me at the Waller office by the 

secretaiy. L wrote a better hand. I do not know whether it was 

his, but we acted upon it as coming firom him. It is signed ** S. C. L.," 
which is strong confirmation that he did write it These are his initi^Js, 

and I believe those are his initials. I believe the initiids are L ^'s 

writing. I will not undertake to say the body is. 

Bv Master Chambebb : The initials are his ? 

I have no doubt they are written by him. That was brought to me by 
the secretary of the company. 

By Master Kabslakb : *' Unless you put down £10,000, I will put the 
shares on the market f 

It was brought to me in that condition. 

This is the original f 

That was brought to me in that condition. 

By Mr. Lush : That is the document, the original document, found at 
the office f 

Yes ; upon which we acted. 

By Master Phillim ous : Whose writing is it ? 

I cannot say. Dr. Fhillimore ; I think ]£:. Banfield's. Probably you will 
recollect he wrote a hand like that. I cannot say whose handwriting it is. 
I believe it is Mr. Banfield's, but I cannot say. 

By Mr. Lush : Look at this — " rebruary, 1862" — purporting to be sent 
tcom you to Mr. L — at Paris (handing same). 

That should be 1863. 

Whose writing is that ? 

The secretary of the company. ^ 

Now, then, I want to ask you ; a cheoue was put in the other night, 
dated March 2nd. 1863, drawn by you on Messrs. Armstrong, GoodaU, and 
Chilton, « i^y Mr. L £1,600."* 

Yes. 

That cheque you observe, is not cancelled as bankers cancel them. Now, 
let me ask you, what were they ? 

They were brokers and commission agents — shipping brokers and com*- 
mission agents, carrying on business in Tokenhouse YtuxL 

How came you to draw upon them ? 

They had in their hands considerable sums of money received on my 
account. 

Were you in the habit of drawing upon them ; or was that a solitary 
transaction If 

I was not in the habit of drawing upon them ; but this was not a solitary 
transaction. I drew, certainly, one or two other cheques, which I have got 
in my possession, about the same time, connected with the Waller Com- 
pany. They are the only instances of cheques drawn by me upon that 
fi rm. 

What was that £1,600 to be be paid to L for ? 

A bill had been given to L— . I cannot tell the Benchers who 

were parties to it, but of the fact I have no doubt whatever. A bill 
had been given to him, either payable on demand, or at a very short date. 

* In going through the histoiy of Mr. Seymour's efforts referred to, a cheque 
for £1,500 was handed in which was not cancelled, and thereupon a most rigid in- 
vestigation took place to ascertain its genuineness f Mr. Seymour, however, 
traced it through the books of the firm as debited against him on the day it bore 
date, and demonstrated the fact of its payment. 
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When this transaction of the 28tli of Febrnanr took place, and I had taken 
^pon my aelf tiie liabilities of this oompanv, I had taken this debt He had 
1,600 Waller shaivs pledged with hun for ^l,fiOO. Messrs. Armstrong, 
Goodall, and Chilton nad moneys in their hands to be accounted for to me. 
I drew that cheqae, and authorised Mr. Chilton to ffo with the 1500 
sovereigns, in company with the late Mr. Cotterill, and tender them to 

Mr. L. — : f and ask him for delivery of the shares. The shares were 

delivered and paid for, and that is the cheque : and that cheque and the 
otiier cheque were handed over to m^ and I produced them at the meeting 
of March, 1863. Whedier it should have been cancelled I know not ; but 
this I deliberately and solemnly assert that that cheque was paid by me, 
charged to me, and delivered back to me by Mr. Chilton, as a voucher for 
the companv. 

Tou say Mr. Cotterill ; who was Mr. Cotterill ? 

The late Mr. Cotterill, the &ther of the msent members of the firm of 
Cotterill and Sons, was the solicitor of the Waller Company, and acted as 
my private friend and solicitor. I may add that Mr. €k)odall is now in 
Australia. Mr. Chilton went abroad to Buenos Ayres, and died last year. 
Mr. Cotterill and his brother were the solicitors to the firm, which was 
woxmd up under inspection. The ledgers, thejoumals, and the bank books, 
were placed in the custody of Mr. CotterilL Those are ready to be delivered 
to the Bench. I have here a certified copy of entries in 1863. 

By Master Colbridob : What has become of Mr. Armstrong ? 

I do not know ; he left the firm several years ago. 

By Mr. Lush : Were the affidrs of that company afterwards wound up ? 

Yes. 

Who was the solicitor to the winding-up ? 

Mr. Cotterill. 

Have you applied to Mr. Cotterill ? , 

1 have ; I went on Saturday last 

Has he in his possession the books of that firm 1 

He has. 

Have you obtained firom him a certified copv of a portion of their books ? 

I have. Mr. Cotterill suggested that his derk and my clerk had better 
meet 

Mr. Lush : I beg to submit to the Bench I have a letter from Mr. 
CotterilL He is known, no doubt, to the Benchers. I have got from Mr. 
CotteriU a certificated copy of, or extract from, those books. If the Bench 
wiU be better satisfied with, seeing the books themselves, they can. He i 
a gentleman living out of town ; but if the Bench woidd prefer to see the 
b<x>ks and Mr. Cotterill, I believe we can induce him to come ; but, in the 
meantime, I wiU tell you we have this certified copy of entriea ^And in the 
journal and the ledger is an entry of the pajment of that j£l,600 cheque. 

Seym( 

and I have those means in my power. 

that he has copied from the books that that cheque was paid by them, and 

I believe we can induce Mr. Cotterill to come. 

Master Milui : I suggest that we take Mr. Lush's statement on the 
subject 

Master Bovill : Mr. Cotterill, of Throgmorton Street^ is it ? 

Mr. Lush : Yes. 

Master Bovill : We all know him. 

Mr. Lush : Yes. 

Master Bovill : Then, I am sure we shall be able to take that. 

Master Kabslake : We should like to see the books. 

Master Grbbne : Without seeing Mr. Cotterill. 
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Mr. Lush : Then you shalL 

Mr. Setmour : I have seen the books myself. 

Mr. Lush : I will induoe Mr. Cotterill to send the journal and the 
ledger. 

Master Monk : Where is the cash-book of the day ? 

Mr. Lush : It was not paid in cash : they gave a cheque apon their 
bankers on receipt of this. That is the banker^s book {showing it). Their 
own ledger Do yon follow me ? 

Master Monk : Oh, yes ! I follow yon ; but I should have thought that 
would have been entered in the book representing a cash-book. 

Mr. Lush : Where ? 

Master Monk : I b^ your pardon. 

Mr. Lush : They give a cheque upon their bankers, and there is the 
bfuik-book. 

Master Andebson : How do you connect that payment with that 
cheq ue ? 

Mr. Lush : Their books, do you mean ? 

Master Andebson : How do you connect the payment of that cheque ? 

Mr. Lush : This is an entry in the books of Armstrong, Goodall, and 

Chilton, of payment to L— . Armstrong and Groodall debit Mr. 

Seymour with payment in their ledger. 

Mr. Setmour : There is another to Berkeley of £422 10^. in precisely the 
same way. 

Mr. Lush : The entry in the book is « Bill, £\fiOOr Then, in their 
journal, to imderstand what *^ bill" means, it is on the same date, '* Pay to 
his order £\fiQO:' That bill to order was £1,600, to pay a bill which had 

been given to L , and Goodall and Co. give a cheque upon their 

bankers ; and then I shall produce their bankera' pass book to ^ow that 
cheque was paid. I would rather, after what has been said, that the book 
should be produced. 

Master Greene : I would rather it should be produced. 

Mr. Lush : You shall have the books themselves. 

(By Mr. Lush) : Now, I have one more question. The Benchers have in 
what I called the fundamental agreement for rigffing the market. I 
want to ask whether the signature of Captain Bobertsou is his hand- 
writing? 

Tes ; they are all original signatures. 

Master Baoshawb : Are there any others ? 

Mr. Lush : Yes. 

Master Anderson : Just read it 

Master Greene : They were all put in the last time. 

Master Baobhawe : I should be ^ad to hear them. 

Mr. Lush : " G. H ^ Thos. Banfield, (?. A, EoberUon, J. Haythorne 

Beede, Geo. M. M , E. N. Hudson f not Mr. Seymour. 

Master Greene : You will find it at page 29 (ante, p. 55). 

Master EIabslake : Does Mr. D welly speak to that handwriting 1 

Mr. Lush : No ; it was not shown to him. 

Master Andersou : I have just one question to put to you, Mr. Sevmour. 
You know l^e letter of 22nd of June was put into your hand for the 
pur^e of verifying the signature of Captain Itobertson. Was that letter 
received by you at the time it bears date ? 

It was. 

Did you reply to it ? 

I cannot recollect replying in writing. 

T^ writing, I mean. 

^o. I have not the least doubt I told him his securities were placed at 
Messrs. Price and Brown's. 
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You say " told f told verbally ? 
Told verbally. 

Yon have not a copy of a letter 7 
No ; I have not. I have no recollection of writing one. 
Mr. Lush : What letter is that % 
Master Chambers : The letter of the 22nd of June. 
Mr. SxTMOUR : I have told the Bench that when Captain Bobertson 
raised anv doubt as to his securities, I did all in my power to get them 
badr for him. 

(By Master Grkenb) : Mr. Seymour, will you be good enough to tell me 
where those documents were found that Mr. Lush haa produced ? 
Mr. Lush : I was going to prove it by the next witness. 
When I was last before the Bench I had literally no idea that these 
documents were in existence.* I had an impression m my mind that there 
were more, but I had no idea where they were. My derk had beoi ill 
before I went down to York last time. When I went down to York he 
was well enouffh to come down to York. Talking it over to him, he told 
me that he had documents connected with the working of the Ridgemount 
mine. At that time, too, I had no knowledge of this, nor of the docu- 
ments referred to. I wrote to Mr. Dakyns, the under treasurer, telling 
him that such documents existed, and sayinff, if the Bench would allow 
me to put them in, I would. I told him so. My clerk wished me to look, 
and he said I would find other papers he thotq^ht among an immense mass 
at my chambers. When I came oack from circuit, I devoted a day to the 
seardii. That was when I came up ; but I pledge my honour that before 
that I was not aware that they were in existence. They had been put 
away by my clerk, with his endorsement. ' I used to be in the habit of 
handing them to my derk, and he put them away, and I had not seen them 
since 1853, when I found them at my chambers, and I found, at the' same 
time, these cheques of Mr. Chilton's. 
(By Master Grbbnb) : All together? 
AU among papers of that year, not exdusively all together. 
(By Master Kabslakb) : Have you any cheque book of Messrs. Arm- 
strong, Groodall, and Chilton ? 

No ; Mr. Cotterill gave me their bank book with Bogers, Qlding, and 
Sharpe. 

This is written on a blank cheque, and I xmderstand you only drew two 
cheques upon them ? 

Me save me that form to sign. I drew that cheque, and afterwards he 
handed them back to me. He was not my banker, but he gave me those 
cheques to draw upon him at the time ; but I had no cheque-book of his. 

(By Master Gbxenb): Do you know the amount of money you had 
deposited in their hands when the cheques were drawn ? 
Some thousands, I think. 
Tell us how many thousands ? 

They have been paid against large sums. .At the dose of their 

account the balance was in my favour. 

What amount of money had you placed in their hands to meet those 
eheoues? 

I nad placed nothing in their hands for this precise purpose. They had 
thousands. My cheque 

* And had they not been found, who will say, looking to the "judgment'* of 
the Benchers as to ** romantic generosity/' &c., that Mr. ^ymour might not hare 
been disbarred for an act of which he was as purely innocent as Master Greene 
himself! 

Can anything exhibit more forcibly the monstrous iiynstice of putting Mr. Sey- 
mour on his trial upon such ridiculous '* evidence" after such a lapse of time ! 

9 
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ThXN FROK what 80URCB HAD THOBl rUlTDS PROCSEDBD WHICH OAYE 
TOU THAT CREDIT ?* 

Well, thej had to receive Bums due to me from Tarions oimrters. He 
was a private friend, and had money which remained in his nands at that 
time. He also acted as my agent 

I Buppoae the books will show xis ? 

Yea. 

(By Mr. Lush) : Oh ! yes ; they received moneys. 

They had soms of mine in their hands, and against those smns I drew. 

(By Master Mills) : I nnderstand yon to say that their books will show 
that that cheque was paid ? 

Unanestionably. 

And then the thing is traced fruiher, and it shows how they paid it 7 

I have that letter. That is only one link in the chain. 

By Master ELarslakb: Who were the parties to the bill that was 
taken np ? 

That I cannot answer. If yon ask me my impressioa, I can tell yon. 
My impression is, that it was the directors. Ivxu no finfijf to the agree' 
ment, I took the reaponeibility^ cmd paid it. 

Mr. Lush : That cheque, as 1 said before, was put in by Mr. Beymour as 
a work of supererogation. 

Master Mills : It only shows that Mr. Seymour had dauns against tfie 
Waller Company. 

Mr. Lush : Exactly. It occurred to the Bench, as it had not been can- 
celled in the ordinary wav that bankers cancel cheques, that it had not 
been paid ; but it is not drawn upon a banker, in the regular way, but 
upon a money agent. 

Master Mills: He ha* debited Mr. Seymour iviih the cunouni oftkat 
cheque, and he will prove that he paid it. 

Mr. Lush : Whether he had funds of Mr. Seymour's in his hands at llie 
the time, is immateriaL I do not undertake to say whether he had or not. 

Master Bovill : Will you allow us, Mr. Seymour, a certified copy of the 
account? 

(Mr. Lush handed it in.) 

Master Fhillimore : Have you any other witness^ Mr. Lush ? 

Mr. Lush : I have to call Mr. Seymour's clerk to prove the copy of the 
letter sent to Mr. Lefroy. 

Master Mills : By whom ? 

Mr. Lush : By Mr. Seymour, which I produced last time. 

Master ELarslakb : Do you want Mr. (^oldring ? 

Mr. Lush : Tes ; Mr. Seymour's clerk. Perhaps before the clerk comes 
in, I had better mention this : the Bench will remember I put in a letter 
the other day — a copy of a letter written by Mr. Seymour to Mr. Lefroy, 
in answer to his first letter, charging him with having pledged CSaptam 
Bobertson's securities. 

Master Mills : Tes. 

Mr. Lush : Before the derk comes in I will put it in. The copy letter I 
put in is dated July 15th, 1863, beginning, '' Sir I am surprised at your 
" letter of yesterday.'* If you can remember, Mr. Lefroy, in his evidence 
said he admitted that he had received a letter in answer, but did not pro' 
duce it. I produce a copy, which I allege was a copy of the letter sent to 
him. Mr. Lefroy admitted that he had received a letter by his letter of the 
19th, in answer. Now, what I propose to prove now is, that tiiis is the 
copy of the letter which was sent to him. First of all, let me ask Mr. Sey- 
mour a question before hif clerk comes in. 



By what right, legal, social, or moral, was this inquisitorial question put ! I ! 
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Do 70a remember receiving a letter from Mr. Lefroy ? 

I do. 

Yon were then at York 1 

I was. 

Give me yonr own account, if you please, about that copy. 

I wrote to Mr. Lefroy, in reply to hia letter, a letter of which this is a 
copy {exhibiting it). I desired my clerk, before posting it, to make a copy of it. 
He made a copy of it by my directions, and it is in his handwriting. 

Is that the copy t 

It is ; there are two letters to Mr. Lefroy, one from Durham. 

That is not the one in question, I think. 

Na 

Is that also another copy you wrote from Durham {producing a letter) f 

Yes, sir ; under the same circumstances. 

a Master Mohk : What date is that ? 
e 19th of July, 18G3. 
Master Qrbbkb : Allow me the cheque, Mr. Lush (Jianded). 

Mb. CHARLES EUSTACE GOLDBING caOed in, and examined by 

Mr. lush. 

(14th Meeting, p. 13.) 

Your name is Charles , I think f Yes. — ^Are you a clerk to Mr. Seymour f 
Yes, sir.— How long have you been so ? I think since February, 1850 — 
Were you on circuit with Mr. Se^our in the year 18d3 1 Yes, sir. Mr. 
Lush (^0 Mr, Seymour): That is ri^ht? Mr. Seymour: Yes. By Mr. 
Lush : Now look at that letter {handing the same to witnees). Is that your 
writing ? Yes, sir. — When did you write that ? On the 17th July, 1853. 
— Where f At York, sir. — Was it a copy of anything, or by dictation 1 
It is a copy of a letter written by Mr. Seymour. — ^^ whom ? To Mr. 
Lefroy — ^Mr. G. B. Lefroy. — How came you to make that copy ? By 
directioBL of Mr. Seymour. — Was the letter of which that is a copy sent or 
not to Mr. Lefroy i I should presume it was posted by myself in the 
ordinary course. — Do you remember making a copy of any other letter to 
Mr. Lefroy of this date ? No, sir ; I do not remember making this now. 
I see it is in my handwriting. — ^Looking at it now, are you able to say it 
was made by you on that day ? Yes ; on that day. — ^Now, look at that of 
the 24th. Yes, sir. — Is that your writing ? That is my writing, sir. — Was 
that made by you at the time ? At the time, sir. — ^Mr. Lush : Very well. 
By Master Greene : Was that sent ? — By Mr. Lush : Was that sent f I do 
not know, sir. In the ordinary ooonae I should think it was. — Hav^ you 
any reason to believe the contrary ? No, sir ; on the contrary, I believe it 
was sent. — By Master Anderson : Did you post either of the original letters ? 
It was my custom to post them every evening. — Do you remember posting 
the first one } I cannot say that I posted it. — Do you recollect that you 
posted it ? No. — ^You have no recoUection ? No, it is eight years ago ; 
but in the ordinary course of business I should have done so. — ^You 
only believe, from your knowledge, that this is your handwriting? 
Yes, sir. — ^Have ^ou any recollection of making that copy ? My recollection 
is frt>m seeing it is my handwriting. — ^How came you to make that copy ? 
Mr. Seymour directed me. — You remember that? Yes. — What did you 
make it frt)m ? From Mr. Seymour's writing.— Have you any recollection 
of that t Yes. — ^Have you any recollection tiiat you posted it ? No, sir, I 
cannot say that. It would be posted in the ordinary course.— Have you 
any recollection ? I cannot say that I have a recollection of posting that 
letter. — ^Master Greene : He said he didn't know, but in the ordinary 
coarse he would. Mr. Lush : We know as a fact from Mr. Lefroy he 
received a letter of that date. By Mr. Lush : Let me ask you, did you 
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make up that letter recently with a view to this inqniiy ? OA, no. — ^Mr. 
SeymoTir : " Oh, no." Ask him where he found them. — By Mr. Lush : 
Allow me. Ton have been with Mr. Seymour since 1860, 1 think you say f 
Yes, sir. — ^Now, tell me ; were you desired by Mr. Seymour to search 
among any papers for any documents? Recently t — Beoently. When? 
When we came back fttwn circuit. — ^When? lAst circuit. — ^Did you 
search ? Tes, sir. — Did you find any documents ? Yes, sir. — Now, tell 
me; had Mr. Seymour removed his chambers? Yes, sir. — Since you 
were with him ? x es, sir. — Where was he when you went to him ? In the 
Old Buildinff , Inner Temple Lane. — ^Where did ne remove to ? To Hare 
Court, and then to Elinff's Bench Walk, and then to the New Buildinff . — By 
Master Qreene : Dr. Johnson's Buildings ? Yes ; Dr. Johnson's BuOdings. 
—(By Mr. Lush) : Did you find any papers ? Yes ; a numberof lepers. — 
Did you find those papers I put into your hand just now ? Yes. — Where ? 
In the old book-case. — Now, just look at that docwnomit (handinajtame) ; tell 
me, did you find that letter ? Yes, sir. — ^Do you remember it? Yes ; that is 
my endorsement of the date.'-(B^ Master Greene) : The date whenyou 
found it ? No ; the date when it was received.~(By Mr. Lush) : When 
received ? Yes.— <By Master Chambers) : When vou filed it ? Yes.— (By 
Mr. Lush) : Do you remember finding that recentiy in your search among 
the papers ? Yes, sir. — Just look at that affreement {handing same). Yes, 
that was another of the ^pers I found. — That was another ? Yes, sir. — 
Was it in that same condition ? Yes, sir. — ^Mr. Lush : I shall have to call 
him hereafter upon another case. (By Master Oreene) : Just give us the 
precise date when you found those two documents ? Well, sir, I could not 
fix that date. It was after we came back from the assizes. We came back 
from Liverpool on the second Saturday, about the 23rd August, and a few 
days after Mr, Seymour returned to town, and we made search and found 
the papers. — It must have been since August last? Yes. — (By Master 
Chambers) : At the end of Au^rost ? Yes. — (By Master Greene) : Had 
you searched before that ? No, sir ; I had some papers — ^private papers — 
of my own relating to another matter, and my wife sent them to me at 
York, and I searched among those, but I found the other papers at cham- 
bers. — (By Master Phillimore) : Had you ever been asked by Mr. Seymour 

before to make a search ? No, sir, not until I found . — Not until the 

month of August ? Not imtil the month of August. — Did you suggest to 
Mr. Seymour, or Mr. Seymour to you ? I apprehend Mr. Seymour made 
the suggestion to me. I first learned at York the particulars of what had 
taken ^ace here ; and I then told Mr. Seymour I had some papers which 
would throw some light on the matter. I remembered Captam Bobert- 
son's name. I had oeen accustomed tx> put the papers away. — (By Mr. 
Lush) : Were you away ill before the circuit ? Yes, I was away ill for 
sevenJ weeks — For how long ? From about the beginning of May until 
a few days before Mr. Seymour started. Indeed, I got out of my bed 
determined to go with Mr. Seymour on circuit ; it wao against the wish of 
my doctor.— (By Master Greene): Are you the principal clerk of Mr. 
Seymour ? Yes. 

(The Wittiess vnthd^ew,) 

Master Bovill: I think I understood Mr. Seymour*s statement just 
now that there were only two other cheques on Armstrong, CkxKlall, and 
ChUton ? 

Mr. Lush : One other. 

Master Anderson : Two altogether. 

Master Bovill : Have you any objection to produce them ? 

Mr. Lush : I will just explain to you : There is a cheque in the name of 
Berkeley, £422 lOs. ; March 7th, 1853, £422 lOs. 

Master Bovill : Dated ? 

Mr. Lush : 7th March, 1853. 
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Master Boyill : Will you allow me to see that ? There is no eopj of it 
in the journal entry ; it is " Cash per Bradley." 

Mr. liUSH : Exactly. It is a mistake for Berkeley.* 

Master Boyill : In reference to the joomal eutiy, they did not think it 
material. 

Mr. Lush: First of all I answer, *< Payable to Hudson, £422 lOf." 
Hudson having credit with Armstrong, under Mr. Seymour*s cheque of 
same d&te in his favour, drew in fayour of Berkeley ; it is Berkeley instead 
of Bradley. 

Master GBBKirB: Is it the Hudson who was here as a witness ? 

Mr. Lush : Yes. 

Master Boyill : Let me see it 

Mr. Lush : Mr. Seymour gives him credit on Armstrongfor £i22 10«. He 
draws in favour of Berkeley ; and Armstrong then gives Berkeley a cheque 
on his own baukers for that amount. While we are on the matter, let me 
produce you Armstrong's book with their bankers, in which that sum is 
Berkeley, correct, ;^22 10#. 

Master Andbrson : Does the jCI,500 appear there, too ? 

Mr. Lush : Yes. 

Mr. Seymour : Fes; they are tide by tide. 

Master Knowlss : Who were their bankers? 

Mr. SsTMOUB : Bogers, Olding, and Sharpe. 

Master Knowlbb : Who were their bankers ? 

Mr. Lush : Bogers and Go. 
! Mr. Setmoub : One of their bankers. 

Master Boyill : It is rather important that the bill book should be pro- 
duced. Where there is a cheque m this case of £422 10»., the entry in 
their book or ledger is Bradley, which you say should be Berkeley. The 
entry of £1,500 is on the 7th of March, not on the 2nd ; it is an entry of 
'' BiU, £1,500 ;** and on reference to the journal entry, the entry is, ^ Sun- 
dries to biU payable to W. D. S. Bill to his order. No. 1,163, £1,500 ;" 
and this cheque is produced for £1,500, which is sent to the firm ; the 
cheque has no numoer, and is marked the 2nd, and not the 7th ; and I 
rather collected from Mr. Seymour that his recollection was, that it had 
been drawn on Chilton's office at his request, and it is not payable to order, 
but it is payable to L— — or bearer. Therefore the entry does not at 
all seem to correspond. I do not say how far it is material or not^ but as 
£u* as it goes the entry does not correspond with the cheque. 

Master Greenwood : Where did you get the number 1,153 ? 

Master Anderson : That may be their own number. 

Master Boyill : The date is not the same, and the place is not the 
same. 

Mr. Lush : My explanation is — what you will see when the books are 

produced — ^that a bill had been giyen to L for that amount ; that 

that cheque was given to Armstrong to pay that bUl, and when they paid 
that bill they delnted the amount that day, " To BilL" 

Master Milui : And tiie cheque was giyen before the bill was due ? 

Mr. Lush : To authorise them to pay the bill ; and when it became due 
he debited it, « To BiU." 

^4 aster Mills : The cheque woe a voucher to authorise the paymerU of the 
hiUf 



♦ Mr Berkeley, the stockbroker, of 27, Change Alley. He purchased some 
shares for Ihe account of February 28th, 1863, by order of Mr. Hudson and Cap- 
tain Robertson. Being too ill to attend, he wrote a letter to the Benchers to that 
effect, which Mr. Bagshawe objected to being read. 
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Mr, Lush : Exactly, 

Master Milub : At least, that is what I understand yon to say 7 

Mr. Lush : Yes. 

Master Knowlbs : Was this to take up a bill ? 

Mr. Lush : Yes. 

Master Karblakk : Nat a cheque on a banker in the ordinary eenae f 

Master Mills : An authority to pay. 

Mr. Lush : To pay a hiU, Mr. Seymour had engaged to pay L- 



j£l,500 ; that appcaKTS by the letter. Tlie mode of }>ayment was by giving 
a cheque upon nis agent, authorising them to pay him that amount. Then 

L 's Dill was presented to them, and they pay it by cheque on their 

own bankers. That is my explanatioiL 

Master Mili^ : The authority to pay being given before ? 

Mr. Lush : The whole difficulty is from the cheque not bein^ cancelled. 

Master Kardlakb : That discrepancy might be cleared up by showing 
what the date of the bill was, and when it became due. 

Mr. Setmour : Mr. Lush must not promise too much. I went up to 
Mr. Cotterill^s on Saturday, and askedpermission to look for the bcK>ks. 
We went down to the bottom office. We could not find the bill book. All 
that we could find relating to the transaction was the ledger, the journal, 
and the pass-book of Rogers, Olding, and Co. I made a most anxious 
search ; / woe an hour there among out duety volumes. I cannot fiud it, and 
I cannot undertake to say that they can find more upon the transaction itself. 
I can say, in explanation of that cheque to Berkeley — among other thin^pa, 
was an order to Berkeley for £422 10«. due to him ; and the fact of its 
being cashed is at once explained. He went over to the office of Arm- 
strong and Company. They, no doubt, gave him an open cheque on their 
baukers ; he went and got &e cash ; so that is explained. Tnere was no 
bill in that case, as there was in the other case. 

Mr. Lush : That cheque of £422 10«. ie not eaneeUed^ dtthough it is dear 
it is paid. Therefore^ a nonrcanoeUation is no proof. 

Master Mills : Li fact, the drawer of a cheque was not an ordinary 
banker, and he merely drew it and himded it back. 

Master Karslakb : This cheque never ffoes to the banker at all. 

Mr. Lush : Therefore they do not caned them. 

Master Mills : No, they go back to the drawer. 

Master Earslake : It would not be cancelled at all. 

Mr. Lush : Now, sir, I have done with the case of Captain Robertson. 

Master Anderson : Just allow me to ask whether that letter of the 22nd 
of June appears to have come through the Post-office ? 

Mr. Lush : There is no envelope. No, I cannot tell you. What re- 
mains, I was about to say, of that case must be supplied. I must ask Mr. 
Cotterill to come or to send the books, and to verify the extract which has 
been given now. 

Master Grebnb : The books alone will do, if you will allow us to look at 
them. 

Mr. Lush : Oh, the books alone ! You shall have them.**^ 



[15th Meeting, p. 1.] 

Mr. Lush : I think, sir, at the last meeting, it was understood that the 
books Mr. Cotterill had— the books of the firm of Armstrong and Co., 



* The huge ledger and journal were afterwards produced, and a long portion of 
another sitting was wasted in hunting and peering through A£r. Seymour's private 
account with his agents in 1858 ! 
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whom that cheque waa drawn upon — ought to be prodaoed. Some member 
of the Bench thought the books themselves wonid be more satisfiictory, 
and I have got them now. The object is to show that the cheque of £1,500, 
which did not appear to be cancelled, actually passed out of the hands of 
these jagents, and had been paid. I think I told you at the time they were 
not baiJcers, but commission agents. I now produce the books, to ^ow 
that they debited Mr. Seymour with that amount. He had drawn a cheque 
on them, and they had drawn a cheque on their bankers for the amount, 
and that cheque had been paid. 

Master Sir F. W. Sladb : What was the entry ? 

Mr. Setmoub : 7th of March, £1,600. 

Mr. Lush : To bill, £1,600. 

Master GREJoni : Bill, £1,600. 

Master Sir F. W. Sladb: " BiD"— what ? 

Master Andbbsok : What is the date ? 

Master Grbbnb : 7th of March ; it follows another bill of £1,000. ''Ditto, 
£1,500. 

Master Anderson : The same date ? What is the date of the cheque ? 

Mr. Setmoub : The draft on them was dated the 2nd of March. They 
went with old Mr. Cotterill, by my directions, and tendered 1,500 sove- 
reigns on the 7th, and got the biU. 

Mr. Lush : Then there was another cheque produced not cancelled, 
£422 10«. You will find that entered in the book. 

Mr. Setkour : It is entered as Bradley in the ledger, and Berkeley in 
the banker's book. 

Master Sir F. W. Sladb : That is very likely a mistake in the name. 

Mr. Lush : Oh ! yes ; you will find it so inevitably. You will find in 
their book thev debit Mr. Seymour with £1,500 paid "To bill." Here is 
the journal, wnich says, " Bill, £1,500 " to his credit^ so that Mr. Seymour 
had ordered them to take up a bill for £1,500. When it becomes due he 
gives them that cheque, ana they give theirs in return on their bankers ; 
and in the bankers book that is debited to him. The only question, 
therefore, upon the cheque given by Mr. Seymour was, it did not appear to 
be cancelled as bankers usually cancel them. No, I say, it was not ; it was 
not drawn on a banker, but on a commission agent. He had to pay a bill. 
They give their own cheque on their bankers for the amount. He gave 
his own cheque to the agents for the amount for them to take up that oill, 
and that cheque which &ey gave has been paid. Here is another cheque 
in the same condition for £422 10«., not cancelled either. That was debited 
to Mr. Seymour in the same way. 

Master (^Mallet : Here is another to Hudson. 

Mr. Lush : You were not here, sir, last time. That gave Hudson a credit 
to draw upon those parties for £422 10s. Hudson draws upon that, and 
for that the money agents give their cheque upon their bauKers, and that 
m the other cheque whidi has been paid. You will find that the mis- 
take alluded to in the name is manifest^ because it is in our book 
Berkeley. 

Master Sir F. W. Sladb : Is it the custom of these gentlemen not to 
make any mark to show that it has passed through any book ? 

Mr. Lush : They were not bankers. I daresay you nave never been oon- 
oemed in these tnuisactions. 

Master Sir F. W. Slade : These are allj^on Armstrong, Goodall, and 
Chilton, and payable on demand, and they are not cancelled. 

Mr. Lush : Yes ; that was the objection taken before. I now show you 
in answer, by their books, that those cheques had been paid ; therefore, 
whatever objection may occur to any of you, that objection is answered by 
the books. 

Master Grbbne : Where is the commencement of this account ? 
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Mr. Lush : I do not know. 

Master Gessne : I see there is a debit balance brongbt forward of 

Mr. Seymour : At the conclusion of the page it is in my fiivonr. 

Master Grbbnb : Where is the commencement ? It is only for my satis- 
£Action. I want to see where the debit comes from. 

Mr. Lush : Pardon me ; Iprotegt ciyaifui this ! It was suggested that, 
as the cheaue did not appear to be cancelled, there might be a suspicion 
that that dieque was not paid. I now produce the book, to prove that the 
cheque has b^n paid ; and when I produce the books, I am asked, '' Where 
did you get this balance from with which the book commences V Eeally, 
the question is quite irrelevant. We are not going into aU the accounts between 
Mr. Seymour and his money events ! We are going into the evidence on 
these chaives ; and, collateraliy there is this cheque. I should have put it 
in before, but I had not seen it before. It occurred to one gentleman to 
to say it has not been cancelled, and, therefore, may not have been paid. 
Now, I produce the book to prove it has been paid. 

Master (V Mallet : The (question for us to decide is, whether, upon the 
books produced, we have evidence that it has been paid. 

Mr. Lush : I am quite content that that should be so. I say to you 
with great submission—^ 

Master Grekne : I did not ask it with any hostile motive. 

Mr. Setmour : I assure you, Master Greene, the 1,600, sovereigns were 
paid by me. I cannot help you with regard to the beginning of the 
balance. 

Master Knowles : If Mr. Lush has brought forward the books to show 
the course of a particular transaction, and you want to show the course of 
another, it has nothing to do with it. 

Mr. Lush : It has not. 

Master O'Malley : Master Greene is managing this, and he has asked 
for a certain bit of evidence. 

MJEuster Greene : I only ask it for my own satisfaction. I find a balance 
at the commencement of this account — ^a debit against Mr. Seymour. 

Mr. Setmour : Of ^1,175. It becomes a credit very soon to a far larger 
amount 

Mr. Lush : If that debit has anything to do with the present inquiry, 
then you are entitled to ask. 

Master Sir L. Peel : I am sure the interruptions must be inconvenient 
to you. I think it would be better for gentlemen to listen. 

Mr. Lush : / came here to combat and answer the charge made against 
Mr, Seymour, I am defending him here ; and I trust that, in defending 
him on those charges, I may not be led into any coRateral matters. I 
am doing the best I can to meet those particular charges ; and it must be 
obvious to you all, that Mr. Seymour has enough to do to meet those 
particular charges. The observations that have been made upon the 
commencement of that account have nothina whatever to do with this case. 
I have shown that the cheque was paid, ana that was the sole object with 
which I produced those books. 

Master O'Mallet : This evidence' is in black and white, and we want 
to see it. I do protest against being interrupted in this way ! I wish to 
see the book ; and I do not see why it shoidd be said I am interrupting 
Mr. Lush if I ask for it. 

Master Sir F. W. Slade : He says, Let every gentleman see the book. 

Mr. Lush : Of course I do. 

Master Sir F. W. Slade : Mr. Lush's client wishes those books to be 
seen. 

Mr. Lush : I brought them for the purpose. I do not object at all. 

Master O'Mallet (to whom the book was handed) : Which is it, 118 
or 123 1 
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Mr. Seymour : It is both ; it begins at 118, and ends at 123 ; it is 
carried over a page. 

Master O'Mallet : Which page is it» Mr. Seymour ? 

Mr. Seyhour : 119. I think tnat is the ledger. 

Master Sir F. W. Slade : Is it the ledger, or theioumal ? 

Mr. Sethour {explaining to Master (fiiaJley) : That is the same (point- 
ing) ; debit, the Bill. I undertook to pay it. I drew upon the 7th of 
March a cheque for £1,500 on Mr. Chilton. 

Master Kkowles : At last Meeting this matter wufully gone into. 

Master O'Mallbt : This mcUter was not.* 

Mr. Lush : It was a certified copy of the book which was then produced, 
and I have brought now the book to verify it. 

Master Mills : If I might be allowed, I would suggest that Mr. Lush 
be heard, and any gentleman who wishes may look over that book at his 
convenience, and see how far his statement is bjrue out ; but that we now 
hear him. 

Master Karslake : There is some difficulty about that, which is this : 
Mr. Lush states a &ct, and he says, I quite admit this has not been proved 
yet, but I will prove it by-and-by. Then, this book is produced to prove 
the statement. It is in consequence of a sort of accidental observation made 
by Mr. Seymour, if I recollect, that this cheque appeared on the scene. 
Then the cheque Vas produced to show that the money was paid ; and it 
turned out that it was not cancelled. This book is produced to prove that 
it was paid. 

Mr. Lush : And being admitted, where the balance with which the 
account commences comes from, has nothing to do with the case. 

Master Monk : Any discussion on this point ouffht to be gone into 
among ourselves, in camera, in the absence of Mr. Lush and Mr. Seymour, t 

Master Greene : I am very sorry that an observation of mine, made as 
to the commencement of this account, has led to this discussion. I did not 
mean it. 

Mr. Lush : If you found where it came from, it would turn out it had 
nothing to do with this inquiry. 

Master Greene : I did not intend to interrupt the proceedings at all by 
that observation. 

Master Treasurer : Mr. Lush, will you proceed ? 

Mr. Lush : Well, sir, I produce these books. They are the substantive 
— ^the oriMnals of that which I tendered the other night, and their object 
was simply to prove that that cheque, which was introduced inadvertently, 
which had nothing whatever to oo with the inquiry, which by reason of 
its not being canceled led to the suggestion that it had not been paid, %ad 
been paid. It is merely to clear up a collateral matter, having nothing to 
do with the charges before you, that I produce them ; and I hope I have 
proved it by the production of these books. 

ri6th Meeting, p. 20.] 

MEr. Lush : WeU, now, sir, I nave done with that. I called before you 
the other night a derk of Mr. Seymour's, to prove the copy of the letters 
he sent to Mr. Lefroy. I supplement it by putting in now, Mr. Lefroy's 
original letters, with the clerK's endorsement on them, made at the date on 
which the letters were received, into your hands. 

Master 0' Mallet : Will you allow me to call your attention to this, 
whidb appears to be very important, as &r as my mind is concerned ? The 



* Which Bencher was the more correct? Which the more courteous of the 
two? 

t Yes, Mr. Monk I "in eamera">-in "camera o6«CMra /"—Behind "the 
screen !*' 

10 
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Bom which you have shown us here on March 7ih is j£l,500, and it is put 
in, ** Bill, 1,600." 

Mr. Lush : Yes. 

Master 0*Mallet : Now, if a bill accepted or discounted for Mr. Sey- 
mour had become due on the 7th of March and was dishonoured, the entry 
to the debit of Mr. Seymour would be— March 7th, Bill, £1,500. Now, I 
find that on March 7th. I find on November 6th bill to his credit, which 
is " Bill," I presume paid into his account or discounted for him, " j6l,50O," 
— ^the November previously j£l,500. If a bill had been discoimted by Mr. 
Seymour on the 6th of November, £l ,500, it would be entered to his credit 
and then if a six months' bill, if would be a debit 

Mr. Lush : No, that could not be at all ! 

Master Bovill : This matter arose, and the matter of the account was 
explained, at the last meeting. The difference between a bill and a cheque 
was explained at the last meeting, and the only difference is now gone into 
again / 

Master CMallet : I beg to sav, notwithstanding, my observation is 
perfectly pertinent. We have not had both sides of the account here. 

Master Bovill : Yes, you have. 

Master O'Mallrt : I think , to my mind, it is the most imjwrtant fact of 
the whole case I* I find a credit here of £1,500 bill on November the 6th, 
1852 ; and I find in 1853 a bill debit March 7th.t 

Mr. Lush : You see. Master O'Malley, that cannot be a bill at four 
months or six months, although it appears to be discounted on the 6th of 
November. K that had been discounted on the 6th of November, it would 
have been paid on the dth of March. 

Master O'Mallkt : I mean this, that I am struck by the extraordinary 
similarity between this and Coutts' book, which I have been looking at 
now, in which there is a credit of a certain sum of money on one side, and 
a few months after 

Mr. LrsH : Have you looked at the journal, in which you will see the 
debit on that day? 

Maeter Sir F. W. Sladb : This appears to me to be a cheque, if I am 
right. 

Mr. Lush : Allow me to explain what it means. In one of the letters to 

L Mr. Seymour says, " Your bill of £1,500 will be paid," and on 

the day that it was due a cheque appears to have been drawn on the agents 
for that sum. That is how it arose. It had not been cancelled in the way 
that bankers cancel cheques, because it was drawn upon an agent, not on a 
banker. Then I produce the book to show that the agent debited Mr. 
Seymour with that cheque. If you look to the journal, you will find a 
cheque on that day. In the November preceding you will find an entry ; 
that is not the cheaue for which this was paid. 

Mr. Seymour : Master O'Malley, I entirely deny that any bill of mine 
for £1,500 was dishonoured in 1853 or 1854. 1 say it with the greatest 
respect to you, but if the Bench will allow me, I deny that it was dis- 
honoured. 

Master (^Mallet : I am not saying that it was. 

Mr. Lush : It would not require a cheque to pay a bill. 

Master (^Mallet : You are going to prove that that £1,500 was a debit 
on account of which that was paid. 

* In the conrse of incidentally proving the heavy sums paid by Mr. Seymour 
arising out of the circumstances of February 28, 1858, he puts in a parcel of 
cheques, one of which, not drawn on a banker, happened not to be cancelled ! 
How did it affect the real issue whether it was paid or not ? 

t They were two totally distinct matters, and had no relation on earth to 
each other. 
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Mr. Seymour : I cannot pled^ myself whether the bill in L ^'s 

hands was at a short date or at sight. I took it np. I drew a cheque on 
Chilton, and I authorised him to go with Mr. Cotterill and pay the money. 
They went and took them np, and brought them to the office. One of my 
mifflortunes is. that Mr. Cotterill is dead, and so is Mr. Chilton. 

Master (^Mallet : I do not find this on the leaf that ia turned down. 
The leaf that is turned down is different. 

Master Greeks : Ton will find it on the left hand of thepage. 

Master CMallet : To bills jMiyable. This I find. ""To bills payable, 
5th March, £1,500 :" and I take it for granted that this confirms this view 
of the case. The books perfbotlt coincide with that view of the 

CASE ! * 

Mr. LuBH : I have nothing farther to add. The cheque is payable to 
bill, and on that day they give a cheque for it ; and Mr. Se3rmour writes 
to L , saying, " Your bill will be paid on that day." 

Mr. SsncoiTR : Will you aUow me, Master O^Malley, to call your atten- 
tion to that cheque for £422 10«.? 

Master O'Mallet : I know nothing of that one for £422 10<. 

Mr. Sethour : I beg solemnly to assert that no bill of mine was dis- 
honoured, and that £1,500 was paid to L . 

Master Greene : It would be more convenient to examine that book at 
another time. 

Mr. Lush : I desire that you do. 

Master Sir F. W. Slade : This house is no longer in operation ? 

Mr. Lush : No, sir. 

Master Sir F. W. Slade : Then there is no objection to our looking at 
the books ? 

Mr. Lush : Not at all. 

Master Treasurer : Now, Mr. Lush, what are ^ou going to do ? 

Mr. Lush : The next case is — and I hope this will be the last meeting — 

Mr. SsYMOUR : I hope Mr. Lush will pardon me telling the Bench, if 
there is any doubt on that £1,500 cheoue, there must be some clerks of 
Armstrong's who can prove it, Uiough I Imow not where. I will advertise 
for them. 

Master O'Mallet : Mr. L is in existence ? 

Mr. Seymour : Not that I know of. 

Master 0*Mallbt : Oh, he ean he produced injwe mimitee!f 

Master Sir F. W. Slade t There is no difficulty in my mind about that 
£1,500. 

Mr. Lush : Ton must deal with that as you think fit. 

Master Sir F. W» Slade : We cannot omit to observe that Mr. L 

is in existence, and that Mr. Seymour has not produced him.]! 

Mr. Lush : There, sir, you are (usuming a matter which you ought not 

to assume at all. These never came through L — . These books are 

produced out of Mr. Cotterill's possession. 

Master Sir F. W. Slade : Oh ! I do not think that he is hostile to Mr. 
Seymour. 

Master Greene : We should surely let this matter rest. If Mr. Seymour 
is satisfied with the case, let it go on. 



* Then Mr. O'Malley is at last satisfied upon *' the most important fact in the 
whole case.*' 

t From a fact that came to Mr. Seymour's knowledge, while these pages were 
going through the press, he has reason to know that Master 0*Malley was not 
justified in Tnaking this statement. 

t Mr. Seymour might well retort that Bir F. Slade was apparently in commu- 
nication with him, and yet does not call him ! ^ 
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Master Sir L. Peel : At the commenoement of this inquiry it was 
arranged that this case should be conducted by Managers ; and I under- 
stood that the meaning of that was. that anything in the shape of cross- 
examination should be conducted oy all gentlemen present. Perhaps it 
would be better that the Managers should conduct their case, and if any 
gentleman at the end of the case wishes to examine a witness, then 
will be the proper time to do it. 

Mr. Lush : Gentlbmkn, I really hardly know in what position I ah. 

If I WERE ADDRESSING A REGULARLY OONBTITUTED ASSEMBLY, I SHOULD 
KNOW THERE WERE RULES BY WHICH I SHOULD BE BOUND. WhEN I CAME 
HERE I THOUGHT I WAS ADDRESSING SUCH AN ASSEMBLY, AND I PROCEEDED 

IN THE ORDINARY COURSE ! Tet thcU %s not SO, and I muit protest against 
such a course of proceeding. Instead of treating the accused party in the 
ordinary way, you treat htm differently, MR. SEYMOUB IS TBEATED 
AS A PARTY AGAINST WHOM EVERYTHING IS TO BE PRE- 
SUMED, AND WHO IS TO PROVE HIS EXCULPATION, in 
whic h 

Master Greene : I do protest against this. 

Master Monk : I am sure, Mr. Lush, you will remember your repeated 
iterations, that you are here for the purpose of affording information which 
can satisfy the mind of every Master of the Bench, and that you would be 
glad to be reminded if yon omitted anything. That has not been uttered 
once only, but over and over and over again ; and, therefore, those Masters 
of the Bench who point out to you those points which arise in their own 
minds, are assistinfi; you. 
Mr. Lush : Pardon me, sir. 
Master Monk : You did, certainly. 

Mr. Lush : What I stated to you was, when 1 first addressed you, that I 
desired not to omit a single observation upon any particle of evidence that 
had been produced.* If I did so, I should be thankful to any Master of 
the Bench who would point my attention to it ; but I was not prepared for 
the introduction of new matters, for which Mr. Seymour was not ready 
with evidence. 

Master Sir F. W. Slade : That is the most unfair observation. You 
yourself introduced that collateral question of the ;£l,500 bill, and now you 
yourself complain of that. We did not introduce it ; you introduced it 
yourself. 

Mr. Lush : Well, sir, as far as it becomes me to ansvoer you, I assert again, 
I am prepared to go into the whole of the evidence given on the charges 
against Mr. Seymour ; and I invited any member of the Bench to make 
any obervation to me, if I should omit any portion of that evidence. The 
£1,500 came in quite collaterally, in the course of the case. As to that 
matter, I submit to you, I accounted for it. If there is any matter relating 
to that £1,600 cheque to be cleared up, let it be cleared up. I PROTEST 
AGAINST MR. SEYMOUR BEING TREATED AS A PARTY 
AGAINST WHOM EVERYTHING IS TO BE PRESUMED ! 

Master Greene : I beg to protest against that expression. ^^ As a Master 
of the Bench, I assume nothing against Mr. Seymour. 

Mr. Lush : My course of proceeding, in the next case, will very much 
depend on the understanding what is to be our course in this. I am deal- 
ing, now, with the evidence against Mr. Seymour in that case. If Mr. 
Seymour is to be dealt with in the ordinary way of a person who is charged 
with an offence which is to be proved against him, well and good. Tjf, on 
the other hand, he is to be dealt vnth as a party against whom everyth%ng is 



* So much for Mr. Monk's " over and over and over again !*' Why this loss 
of temper when Mr. Lush is stating an obvious though an unpalatable truth ? 
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prmLtned, then, undoubtedly, I have the greateet dificvJtjf. What I detire is, 

to tee Mr, 8emnowr dealt with a» everyone dee ie. He ie charged with an 
offence, and the onus lies on you to prove it againet him / 



Thus ended " Bobertson's Case I 



M 



Suppose this case had been left to the ordinary tribunals of the 
country, is there a Grand Juiy that would have returned '' a true 
biir'? 

K they had, is there a prosecuting Counsel who in any Court 
would have attempted to open such *' evidence'' ? 

Is there a Judge upon the Bench would have allowed it to go 
to a jury? 

Could a Jury be found who would not have pronounced an 
immediate, absolute, and honorable acquittal ? 

What right had the Benchers to investieate this matter at all? 
Having done so, what right had they to substitute a Scotch " Not 
Proved," for an English " Not Guilty " ? 
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THE CHABOE. 



[1st Meeting, p. 2.] 

Mastsr Baobhawb : Master Treasurer and Masters of the Bench, I will 
state in the succinctest manner possible the circuuistanoes in respect of 
which we are called together to-day. — ^I shall endeavonr to state every 
circnmstance as simply but as accui^tely as I can, and I hope I shall avoid 
fidling into any material error ; but if I do so, I shall be extremely happy 
to correct it. If, on the other hand, it should appear that any circum- 
cumstances require further development, it will be tor the Masters of the 
Bench to determine whether they will ask for it. My function is to state 
the facts which are within the knowledge of the Bench, and then you will 
be good enough to consider those facts, and afterwards offer to us such 
expknation as we require. 

Now, the transaction in question commenced in the summer of 1855, 
in July. It appears that at or about that time Mr. WooUett, a member, I 
believe, of the Home Circuit,* happened to be at Brighton. It also appears 
that at that time Mr. Seymour was there too, and that some acquaintancef 
existed between Mr. Woollett and Mr. Seymour. When together, they 
happened to meet a gentleman of the name of Parker, who I believe, before 
that time, was a stranger to Mr. Se3rmour.!t It was not at all an unnatural 
circumstance which did arise — namely, Mr. Parker knowing Mr. WooUett, 
that an introduction to Mr. Seymour took place, which led to some kind of 
intimacy between Mr. Parker and Mr. Seymour. It appears that Mr. 
Seymour was connected with some transactions — as chaii'man, I think, of 
some mining company, called the Waller Gold Mining Company, and it 
appears from the correspondence and other circums^uces, that Mr. Parker 
had become a shareholder in that company, and douDtless that circumstance 
might have led to some considerable intimacy. 

In the month of August that year, these gentlemen being so acquainted, 
it appears, that Mr. Seymour was aware of the existence of a patent called 
Beniowski's Pjrinting Patent ; and the facts of that case, which I have to 
state, are these : that shortly before 16th August^ 1855, a conversation took 
place between Mr. Seymour on the one side, and Mr. Parker on the other 
side, which was to the effect that Mr. Seymour was aware that Beniowski's 
Printing Patent was a most valuable discovery ; that it mi^ht be secured 
by payment of so small a sum as ;£l,000 ; and the suggestion was made 
that he, Mr. Seymour, could command ^£600, and j£500 onlv, at the moment 
of the conversation ; and he suggested that if Mr. Parker, who was a 
gentleman of considerable fortune, would venture the other ;£500, Mr. 
Seymour would venture ^500. An arrangement took place, of which the 
BUDstance and effect were this : that each of these gentlemen should find 

• And formerly of the Northern Circuit. 

t It was more than '* some acquaintance." It was a friendly intimacy of many 
years' duration, inducing on Mr. Seymour's part an unfortunate confidence. 
t This is inaccurate. Mr. Seymour knew Mr. Parker praviouslv. 

" 11 
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£500 ; that the two sums of £500 sbonld be paid into a joint stock bank to 
▲ JOINT AGOOViVT ;. tbat that bank should pay interecft for the benefit of the 
depositors ; that it should be used if and when the patent shotUd be secured 
(but it was a contingency that the patent could be secured) ; and that the 
money was to bb drawn out on thx joint application of these two gentie- 
men, and to be applied for their joint use and benefit.* 

It appears that this matter came to a crisis on the 16th of August^ 1855 ; 
and it would further appear that the faud arrafufement was nwde on that 
day^ when both the gentlemen, Mr. jParker and Mr. Seymour, trayelled 
from Brighton to London ; and, as soon as they had reached London and 
left the station, Mr. Parker said, '* I am quite ready now with my £500." 
He went into a stationer's shop near the entrance to the station, or rather 
the exit from the station, and ne then drew the cheque which I hold in my 
hand, dated 16Ui of August> 1855, upon Messrs. Beyan & Co., and which 
cheque appears to haye men crossed to the Boyal British Bank. It appears 
that that cheque, which, by the contract, ouffht to haye been placed 

Master Emblet : Whom was it payable to i 

Master Bagshawb : To self or bearer, and it was deliyered into the 
hands of Mr. Seymour by Mr. Parker, upon a distinct agreement that it 
shoidd be placed to the joint account of those parties; and to be a deposit 
account, caxTyins interest till required by the parties. The cheque was 
accordingly han<^ oyer to Mr. Seymour ; but one regrets to find that 
there is no trace that it was eyer paid to a joint account of the two gen- 
tlemen to whom it was agreed to be payable. There is no trace that £500, 
or any portion of £500, was deposited by Mr. Seymour ^otn^ with Mr. 
Parker's £500 ; and, on the other hand, it is abundantly clear that the £500, 
instead of being dealt with as agreed, was applied to the priyate use and 
purposes of Mr. Seymour .!( . 

Well, this state of things haying happened, it appears that, somehow or 
other, Mr. Woollett, being the instrument of introducing these gentlemen 
to each other, had heard of some money transactions takmg place between 
the two gentlemen in question whom he had brought into acquaintance 
with one another ; and haying heard, and according to the account giyen 
in his affidayit, being startled to find that a pecuniary transaction had taken 
place between them, it appears that shortly after the date of the cheque, 
Mr. Woollett called upon Mr. Seymour and expressed his surprise uiat 
there should haye been such transactions between these gentlemen, and the 
result of that was, that Mr. Seymour stated to Mr. WooUett that the tran- 
saction was just such as I haye described it to haye been between the par- 
ties ; that he stated that there was to be a deposit of the two sums of £500, 
that he, Mr. Seymour, had abundant fimds, and led him to belieye that he 
was a man of wealth ; and Mr. Woollett states that he left that intendew 
with the impression that Mr. Seymour had neyer receiyed for his own use 
one single penny of the money of Mr. Parker.§ 

* Attention is earnestly requested to this paragraph of Mr. Bagshawe's speech. 
It will be seen hereafter that eyen Mr. Parker's oum evidence disposes of this 
charge. 

t This will be found a most important admission, but totally at yariance with 
Mr. Parker's eyidence. 

t It will be " abundantly clear * hereafter that this is far from being the case ! 
Though, even were it the case, Mr. Seymour had a perfect right to use it as he 
pleased as soon as he signed the agreement with Captain Greene, post, 

§ So that after Mr. Seymour had got £500 from Mr. Woollett's personal friend, 
Mr. Parker, Mr. Seymour, in order to conceal the fact, tells Mr. Woollett he is 
going to get it I It will be seen presently that Mr. Seymour's interview with 
Mr. Woollett was brfore the cheque was paid, and that Mr. Woollett, instead of 
calling to " express his surprise,'* came, by invitation, to eat his supper ! 
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Well, there is a correspondence which ensned, but the next fact to which 
I arrive is this : that, on the 24th of September, 1855, a man* of the name 
of Wilson, a clerk to Mr. Parker, went to the chambers of Mr. Seymour. 

Mr. Setmour : What date ? 

Master Baoshawb : The 24th of September, 1855, he went to the cham- 
bers of Mr. Seymour. According to the affidavit of Mr. Wi]son,t on that 
occasion, through Wilson, Mr. Parker was again re-assured and satisfied 
that the j£500 which Mr. Ptoker had advanced was then lying deposited in 
a joint stock bank. 

The next date to which I can refer you is the commencement of a cor- 
respondence which I have lying before me, and it conmiencesl with a letter 
dated the the 30th September, 1655, from Mr. Seymour to Mr. Parker, 
upon the subject of clauses to be inserted in the company's deed,$ which 
seems to have been in preparation. The name of Mr. Hayes appeared 
there. Mr. Hayes, the conveyancer, I suppose ; I do not know, and it is 
not material to draw your attention to it further. I state the fact merely. 
It appears by a farther letter of the 23rd of October that, at that time, 
premises were being intended to be taken, I think, somewhere about Bow 
Street. 

Mr. Setmour : Pardon me, sir ; have you no correspondence before that f 

Master Baoshawe : / have none. The first is the 30th of September, 
nor does it strike me that any previous correspondence took place. (!) 

Then, sir, the next date to wnich I come is this. I find there is a letter 
from Parker to Seymour, of the 6th of November. The 23rd of October 
was a letter passing between the clerk Wilson^ about getting on with the 
chambers for the purposes of the business. I think it right to state what 
these documents are, though nothing material turns upon them. 

The 6th of November, 1855 (Parker to Seymour), is to the effect, that he, 
Mr. Parker, does not see his way clearly in the matter of the joint occu* 
pancy of Bow Street, and, on the 12th of November,j| that impression of 
Mr. Parker's had ripened into this, that on that day he, in a formal manner, 
withdrew, as swppears by the affidavit of Mr. Wilson, from the speculation. 
He sent Mr. Wilson, the clerk, to demand payment of the money, and on 
that occasion Mr. Seymour stated to Mr. Wilson, the clerk of Mr. Parker, 
that he was preparea to draw, and promised to draw, the money out of the 
bank, for the use of Mr. Parker ; and the same affidavit states a fact the 
materiality of which you will discover in two or three minutes, that neither 
on that occasion of the interview of the 12th of November, 1855, nor at any 
interview that had ever taken place, so far as Wilson knew and so far as 
Mr. Parker knew, no person of the name of Hudson IT had ever had the 
smallest connection with the transaction up to this period. The affidavit 
states, that with reference to this interview of the 12th of November, no 
person of the name of Hudson was there** — and also no person of the name 

* Whenever this person is alluded to by Mr. Parker, he calls him ** one of his 
men." He certainly seems to merit the description from the nature and zaal of 
his services. The expression has proved infectious. 

t The affidavit of the " man Wilson** will be found post, 

t The earlier correspondence was, for obvious reasons, withheld — not by, but 
from, Mr. Bagshawe ! 

§ It was not, in any sense whatever, the ** company*s deed." Mr. Bagshawe 
persisted in this error to the last, an error of no small significance, as will appear. 

il This is obviously a very summary account of the transactions of four months. 
- It is worthy of attention that Mr. fiiagshawe has not, up to this, even mentioned 
the name of Captain Greene, M.P. 

1[ Mr. Parker's affidavits, and the suggestions of his counsel, want further. 
According to them, Mr. Hudson was a mySi / 
' *♦ Mr. Seymour did not say he was. 
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of Lowth — that he was not there on that occasion, nor had he anything to 
do with the transaction, so far as we collect. 

Tlien, sir, the next letter is dated the 26th of November, 1855 ; and in 
that letter, which is from Mr. Seymour to Mr. Parker, there are complaints 
on the part of Mr. Seymour ^ that Mr. Parker, in withdrawing frmn, the con- 
cern, was injuring himsdf and injuring everybody else concerned. 

Again, on the 9th of December, 1855, there is another letter from Mr. 
Seymour to Mr. Parker, complaining of Mr Parker's coolness towards him, 
but usin^ this not unimportant phrase : — ^Mr Seymour describes the 
money, which was the subject of their correspondence, as " money which 
you placed in my hands." 

Then, sir, the next document to which I draw your attention is this : 
that on the 10th of December, 1865, Mr. Parker, by letter to Mr. Seymour, 
made a formal demand for the money deposited. The 9tli compb^ned of 
the coolness. The 10th of December contained a reference to '^ the money 
placed in my hands.'* Whether that phrase had ATTRAcrrED the 

ATTENTION OF Mr. PaRKER OR NOT I DO NOT KNOW,* but OU the following 

day, the lOth of December, Mr. Parker wrote to Mr. Seymour as formal a 
letter as one gentleman can write to another, demanding the payment '^ of 
the money which I deposited in the bank," and demanding the interest 
which that money had produced in the bank, and that the deposit note 
should be delivered up. 

Now, then, sir, comes a not imimportant letter, because that brings the 
gentlemen face to face somewhat distinctly before you. The letter of the 
lOtb of December is so short a letter that I think we had better read it. 
" Parker to Seymour. The printing scheme will not do for me, and I 
should be glad to receive the money which I deposited with the bank, and 
the interest upon it ; and, perhaps, you will be good enough to send to me 
the deposit note. I am glad to hear that WaUers are ^ looking up,' " and 
so on. The answer to that is as follows. It is dated the 11th of December, 
1855 : — " Your allusion," says Mr. Seymour to Mr. Parker, " your allusion 
to a * deposit note ' and * interest,' / do not und^stand. What ' deposit ? ' 
I always understood the arrangement between aU parties was, that Mr. 
Eagar should undertake to spend £1,000 in forming a company of which 
you and I were to furnish each £500. I understood your cheque was paid 
to be in advance for this purpose. When matters are ripe for execution, 
you alter your mind. Under the circumstances, I thought it a very reason- 
able suggestion that you should at least, as I have not altered my mind, 
leave me in a position to carry out a scheme /.would not have touched with- 
out you." That is the material part to which I would draw your attention. 
It puts in issue whether there was a contract for the deposit, whether there 
was a parting with the money to Mr. Seymour — an assertion on the one 
side, and a denial on the other. 

Sir, the next letter is from Mr. Parker to Mr. Seymour, of the 13th of 
December, 1855. In that letter, having been challenged, if I may so call 
it, in the way in which I have mentioned, as to what the facts may have 
been, Mr. Parker writes as follows : — " I hasten to answer your letter 
received to-day. You know that my £500 was deposited, and that you 
told me the bank would pay to me five per cent.f interest upon it. I now 
ask for my money. I will have nothing to do with the printing scheme. 
I know nothing of Mr. Holmes" (who was mentioned in the letter as the 

* This is a remarkable obBervation coming, as it does, from the lips of Mr. 
Bag^ihawe. He felt, no doubt, forced to notice the close sequence between the 
accidental use of a phrase, capable of a double construction, and the assertion for 
the first time by Mr. Parker of any agreement about " a deposit account.*' 

t The absurdity of this assertion was exposed by the Treasurer, Mr. Anderson. 
See poift. 
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Secretary), " or of what you may have said to him. I saw Mr. Greene 
yesterday, and he is acquainted with my views. Mr. Eagar*' (it appears 
from the correspondence that Mr. Eagar is a nephew of Mr. Seymour) 
"Mr. Eagar, I understood, was your nejihew. I know nothing further of 
him.'* The suggestion, therefore, that Mr. Eagar was to have the money, and 
to spend it,* is repudiated by Mr. Ptirker in the letter I have just read. 

[Jfr. Bagshawe then proceeded to rend a correspondence between Mr, Sey- 
mour and Mr. Parker, beginning March Gth, 1856, and going down to Nov, 
4<A, 1867, which contains propoads for a settlement, — an offer by Mr, Sey^ 
mour to refer the matter to arbitration, <£rc., t&c. — p,p. 8, 9, 10, of the Benchers^ 
Iieport.^ 

The last date I gave was the 4th of November, 1857. Wliether the 
interview there mentioned was held or not I do not know ; if it was, it 
resulted in nothing more than this, that on the 22nd of February, 1858, a 
writ was issued. The demand for an interview was on the 4th of November, 
1857 ; the writ was issued on the 22nd of February, 1858. And on the 
30th of March declaration was filed in the suit in the Queen's Bench. 
"James Parker, in person, sues William Digby Seymour, for that, in con- 
sideration that the plaintiff would deliver to tlie defendant his, the plaintiff's, 
cheque on a banker for £500 upon trust, to deposit the said sum of £500, 
the proceeds of the said cheque, in a Joint Stock Bank, at interest, and to 
keep the same so deposited there until the same should be required for a 
certain purpose then contemplated by the plaintiff and the defendant, and 
to return the same to the plaintiff if and when the said purpose shotdd be 
abandoned bt THEM.t The defendant promised the plaintiff that he would 
perform the said trust ; and the plaintiff, relying on the said promise, deli- 
vered to the defendant his the plaintiff's cheque on a banker for £500 on 
the trust aforesaid ; and the said sum of £500 was never required for the 
purpose aforesaid; yet the defendant made default in performing the said 
trust in this, that while he had the control over the said sum of £500, the 
proceeds of the said cheque under and by virtue of the said trusty he wrong- 
fully and fraudulently committed a breach of the said trust by not keeping 
the said sum of £500 at the said bank, and by fraudulently, and without 
the plaintiff's consent, and in violation of the said trust, converting the 
same to his own use and for his own purposes other than the purpose so con- 
templated as aforesaid, whereby the plaintiff lost the said sum of £500 and 
the interest thereof. And for a second count, &c. [similar to the foregoing. 
The 3rd count is in Trover.] And for a fourth count, a common money 
count, &c." I have read these in detail because, having read the corre- 
spondence, and having shown the view taken of the matter by the plaintiff, 
I thought it proper to show that the story told in that declaration is iden- 
tical;t with the case set up by ISir. Parker by his correspondence. Then, 
on the 17th of April 

* No such suggestion was made ! What Mr. Seymour says in his letter is, that 
Mr. Eagar was *' to undertake to spend £1000 in forming a company." What this 
meant, and whether Mr. Parker did not know something more of Mr. Eagar, will 
appear hereafter. 

f It will be seen presently, that as soon as Mr. Seymour signed a contract with 
Capt. Greene, which he did within a few days after he received Mr. Parker's cheque, 
and before he used any part of it, the money was required for the " contemplated 
purpose.'" It will further appear that Mr. Seymour did not " abandon the pur- 
pose" for which the cheque was received. Had this cause gone, as Mr. Seymour 
now hitterly regrets it did not go, to trial, Mr. Parker must have been nonsuited 
even on his own evidence. 

X It is not ! The correspondence is silent as to the object of the deposit, and as 
to the alleged condition upon which it was to be returned. The declaration is 
silent as to the "£5 per cent." and the "deposit note." But what is far more 
remarkable is, that both correspondence and declaration are silent about the 
" JOINT ACCOUNT,"* which is the point on which, it is clear, from Mr. Bagshawe's 
8ta+«-^'»nt, the whole case turns I 
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Master Greenwood : What is the fourth count 

Mr. Sbtmour : The fourth count is for money had and received,** 

Master Baoshawb : Tea. I do not know whether I need read that, 
which is a mere formal one. Then, on the 17th of April, 1858, pleas were 
pleaded : — " The defendant, by James Harvie Linklater, his attorney, as to 
the first count of the said declaration, sajrs that he did not promise as 
alleged. And, as to the second and third counts of the said declaration, the 
defendant says that he is not guilty, as in those counts alleged. And, as 
to the fourth count of the said declaration, the defendant says that he neyer 
was indebted as alleged." So that the facts are clearly in issue under these 
circumstances. 

We come then to a very important letter of the 28th of April, 1858. 

You will see that the attorney on the record is Mr. Linklater ; and this 
is a letter from Messrs. Linklater and Hackwood, I think is the name, the 
attorneys for the defendant, Mr. Seymour, to the action. ^' Bear Sir, Sey- 
mour ats. yourself. We haye called two or three times at your offices, in 
the hope of seeing you on the subject of our conyersation with your clerk, 
Mr. Wilson, a few days since. The terms we should be disposed to advise 
our client to assent to are the following : — ^To eflfect a policy on his life for 
a sum to be agreed on — say £500. Assign to you. r&j interest at fiye 
per cent, half yearly from settlement of action on such sum as shall be 
agreed to be accepted in settlement. Commence after two years, paying 
jt50 per year of principal. Meanwhile keep up policy and pay interest. 
Strikeout three first counts of dedaratton. Jtidffjnent on the fourth. Stay of 
execution till default. Costs down. Covenant to re-assign policy on final 
completion. We shall hope to hear that you are well satisfied with the 
above terms, and disposed to act libeitdly in determining the amount to be 
agreed upon to be paid in settlement. If we could have seen you we think 
we could have satisfied you that there are no grounds for the imputation 
contained in the special counts of the dedaration. This letter is of course 
without prejudice. Waiting your reply.'* (Signed) Linklater, and ad- 
dressed to James Parker, Esq. 

It does not appear, as far as I am aware, that that letter led to any re- 
sult ; but Mr. Jrarker remained of the same mind as he was before, and on 
the 13th of May, 1858, issue was joined. I do not know whether I use the 
correct phrase, but the plaintiff ioined issue on the pleas of the defendant. 

" Therefore let a jury come,'* &c. 

On the 14th of May, Messrs. Linklater wrote a letter to Mr. Parker, com- 
plaining — I do not know whether I need trouble you with it— that issue 
had been joined without replying to their letter. I had better read 
the letter, perhaps. " 7, Walbrook, London, 14th May,* 1858 : — Dear Sir, — 
Seymour ats. yourself. , We do not think you have treated us very courte- 
ously by delivering issue and notice of -trial without favouring us with any 
reply whatever to our letter of the 4th inst. Are we to understand that 
you decline all terms of compromise ? If so, we must prepare for trial. — 
Yours faithfully, J. and J. H. Linklater & Hackwood. James Parker, 
Esq." It was proposed, in the former letter, that the three first counts 
should be struck out ; but it was quite clear, from the last letter which I 
have read, that the parties had not come to any such arrangement, because 
there was the issue paper delivered. 

Then, on the 22nd of May, an application was made by Mr. Seymour to 
the Judge to postpone the trial. I am not quite sure whether that is the 
day of the application ; but, in support of that application, an affidavit was 

* It la moat important to bear in mind that this correspondence ends about the 
middle of May. The negociations with Mr. WooUett on behalf of Mr Parker, 
were reopened by him in June. 
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made by Mr. Seymonr, which was sworn on the 22nd of May, 1858. The 
result of that was, that the application which was made to the Judge — 
and I should be sorry to be wrong in the impression that I have formed ; 
if I am, you must correct me — ^to postpone the trial upon the fpnonnd of a 
person of the name of Hudson, said to be present <ni iome oceanon or other ^ 
oeing able to ffive information, and in that affidavit the transaction is 
Btat^ to hare taken place on the 16th instead of the 17th, which is evidently 
a clerical error ; but the substance of the affidavit was that the transaction 
was not such as Mr. Parker had represented it^ but that the truth of the 
transaction could be proved by a person of the name of Hudson, who was 
present at the transaction. 

Mr. SsTMOUB : That is not quite bo ! 

Master Baoshawb : / have not had an opportunity of eeeina the affidavit,* 
That was met by four affidavits ; one byMr. Brooks, one bv Mr. Parker 
himself, one of Mr. Wilson, and one of Mr. Woollett ; and those four affidavits 
were as follows : Mr. Brooks was onlv called for the purpose of saying 
that l^e address of Mr. Hudson, which had been furmshed by Mr. Sey- 
mour's affidavit, had been traced out ; that Hudson had not been at that 
address for two years, but had removed to Gresham House, but he had 
not been heard of at Gresham House for six months.t He was a derkX 
to the Waller Grold Mining Company. Mr. Parker's affidavit was an 
assertion, in the most minute manner, of what I have stated to you§ — an 
assertion that the man Hudson had nothing to do with it, and an assertion 
that the defendant's clerk, Lowth, was a person who never had anjrthing 
to do with the matter at alL Mr. Wilson's affidavit stated the circum- 
stance of his calling on Mr. Seymour and receiving assurances that the 
deposit was existing at that moment ; and the fourth affidavit is that of 
Mr. Woollett, detailing the original introduction, detailing his surprise at 
hearing that money hsui been received by Mr. Seymour, that Mr. Seymour 
had led him to beheve that he was a gentleman in great credit^ and that 
the money was lying deposited at that time ; and the inference drawn by 
Mr. WooUett, or rather the statement that Mr. Parker's money had not 
been improperly dealt with by, and was not with Mr. Seymour was, that 
that was true. 

This state of things continued till the 7th of June, 1858, when the 
parties appeared before Mr. Justice Coleridge, and the object of their at* 
tendance was to show cause why Mr. Seymour should not be at liberty to 
withdraw the pleas, and on the 8th of June an order was made. 

Master Karslake : Wcu that by consent f 

Master Baoshawe : Yes. « 

[Mx. Bagshawe then read a letter of June 8th., which will be found, pott^ 
where it appears in connection with a letter to Mr. Woollett, which ^ sup- 
plies a link.^' As Mr. Bagshawe remarked — ^the two must be read together. 
He also read three letters from Mr. Seymour inclosing small remittances 
to Mr. Parker. B.B., p. 16 — 16, 1st. meeting.] 

That, I think, Master Treasurer, constitutes the information so for as I 
am in possession of it, with the exception of the details in the affidavit of 
Mr. Seymour, which I cannot give vou. That statement I have endea- 
voured to give, in every part of it which appears to me material, as fiilly as 



* Then how inconsidenite to make such a statement upon hearsay I 

t Mr. Hudson's address was in the London Directory and Court Quide, at 
the same house in Hereford Square for 10 years, and he lives there still. 

t He never was I But the affidavits say so. 

§ Instead of being an assertion ''in the most minute manner/' Mr. Parker's 
affidavit is of the most vague and general kmd ; and leaves totally uncontradicted 
some m<^ material parts of Mr. Seymour's affidavit. See post. 
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possible, because I wish to show, on my own behalf, no other desire than 
that of stating the thing with perfect accoracy on both sides. Whatever 
might appear to be favourable to the one side or the other, it is not my 
duty to determine. I have stated the subject as succinctly as possible ; and 
having made that statement, I have only to say, that, so far as my duty is 
concerned, it is discharged, and 1 have to request Mr. Seymour to offer 
such explanations as he may think fit with reference to the statement I 
have made. If I have fallen into any inaccuracy, abundant opportunity will 
be afforded Mr. Seymour of having any omission supplied ; and I am sure 
it will be a great satisfaction to every gentleman here to receive any expla- 
nation that can remove from our minds any impression hurtful to Mr. 
Sejrmour. I have not thought it necessary to read the four afSdavits. Anv 

fentleman who wishes to see them may read the office copies of them, which 
now lay before you. 

Master Treasurer : I am afraid at this hour it will not be convenient 
to receive the explanation of Mr. Seymour. We might spare five or ten 
minutes. 

Mr. Seymour : A hurried statement, which that would be, would not 
do. I shall be obliged to go into details. I have several letters here which 
have not been referred to by Mr. Bagshawe. 

Master Treasurer : What day wiSi be convenient to you ? 
Mr. Seymour : As soon as possible/ It is a matter of such solemn and 
serious import to me, that I should wish it concluded as soon as possible. 
The documentary evidence I admit, but I do not admit the effect of it. 

Master Sladb : If any of those documents are disputed, there will be 
evidence got to prove that they exist. 

Master Alexander : What day will be convenient for Mr. Seymour ? 
Mr. Seymour : Any day. 

THE EXPLANATION.* 
(2nd Meeting, p. 2.) 

Mr. Seymour : In addressing myself to the very painful and anxious task 
which I am now called upon to discharge, I think it right to say that when 
I received the summons of the Bench to attend here and explain my con- 
duct in reference to these various matters, I experienced a sensation of 
positive relief, because I felt an implicit confidence that my honour and 
character, and the future of my life at the bar, would be in the hands, at 
all events, of gentlemen who would address themselves to the consideration 
of the question, unmoved by any feeling of prejudice, or any other feeling 
that would turn their minds from the calm, careful, and judicial considera- 
tion of this painful matter ;t and I am sure that the feeling which occurred 
to me, when I received the summons, was greatly strengthened when I 
heard the statement made by Mr. Bagshawe on IViday, because, viewing 
my conduct by the little light which he had — ^and that light a very decep- 
tive one — he made a very temperate statement. I must say, from the result 
of my obser^'ations, a more calm and more temperate opening against me 
could not have been made, and there is no comment which he made on that 
statement which I do not think he was fairly entitled te make, looking at 
the position in which he was placed with reference to the facts then beiore 
him. I only hope that I shaU give a calm narrative of my position with 

* Contrary to the invariable practice of every other legal tribunal in England 
or, perhaps, in the civilised world, Mr. Seymour is called on for his answer to the 
charge before the evidence is produced in support of it. His prosecutors are thus 
informed beforehand of the various points of his defence, nor is this the only 
obvious objection to such a course. 

t Auspicious ffope f in thy sweet gardens grow 
Wreaths for each pang — a charm for every woe ! 
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reference to this matter, laying the whole facto before this Bench, which is 
sitting here, I presume, as a Court of Honour, and which will judge me 
rather by the general view of my case than by any minute pointo of special 
pleading, or by any opinion on the turn of a phrase. 

It must have occurred to all, that here we are, at the end of six years, iu 
1861, inquiring into a matter which occurred in 1866, and that a matter 
whidi, if the statement of Mr. Bagshawe was true in ite naked severity 
and borne out and unaltered by the facts, would have been the case of a 
robbery as palpable and as obvious as a knave could commit upon an 
honest man 1 How could such an act be allowed to slumber during all 
this time ? Who is the prosecutor now, and to whom am I indited for this 
inquiry f I do not say for a moment that the Bench is called upon to tell 
me ; but I cannot so close my own eyes to this circumstance as not to per- 
ceive the quarter from whence this blow is aimed. I cannot help 
remembering this, that /rom the time when this matter first was mooted down 
to the time when I goty at the hands of the Lord ChanceSor^ my silk gown^ 
there had been three, if not more, of the members of the Northern Circuit in- 
formed of the matters on whieh the charge now made against me rests,* Other 
meinbers of the Bar were informed too. Since tiie time when this tran- 
saction occurred, I have not only pursued my course of practice at the Bar, 
but I have twice stood the brunt and expense of contested elections ; and 
not till Lord Chancellor Campbell granted me the rank I now hold was 
any step taken to revive the subject ! Now, I do not stop here to lay any 
chiyrge against any one ; but I think that one observation I am at least 
entitled to make, which is, that I am placed in a very difficult position, 
because, during the six years, I have been deprived, by death or distance, 
of many witnesses. One witness is snatehed Dv the hand of death from me 
— a witness who would have been to myself of the utmost value, who knew 
all the facts of the case, who was present on important occasions, who was 
entitled to my confidence, and who stood in the most confidential relation 
to me — ^a man who was originally in a position of life which entitled 
him to such confidence — ^my late clerk, Henry Lowth. He is dead ! and 
to his loss I attach more weight from circumstances which will appear 
presently. Distance has deprived me of other witnesses who are not in ' 
this country, and papers and documents of importance existed then, which 
I have not now at 'my command. I therefore hope I am not asking too 
much when I say I trust you will give every fair presumption in my &vour ; 
and I also hope you will narrowly watoh every existing piece of evidence 
that I can command, and see how far that does confirm the statement I am 
about to make to you. 

Now, sir, how is this matter to be decided ? I was going to say, is it to 
be decided upon Mr. Parker's statement, or rather upon the case that has 
been opened by Mr. Bagshawe ? I am sure the Bench will hold with me 
when I say that they have very bald, and general, and vague statements 
before them. They have Mr. Parker placed before them — ^an attorney who 
has been several years in practice. They have him placed before them as 
having lent or advanced to a person who was to him a comparative stranger, 
a sum of £500, which was to be placed at a bank at interest to Command 
a share in a speculation, in which he was not then a partner, and about 
which he had not made up his mind whether he would entertain it at all ! 
Now, sir, I simply make this remark, that it is open to obvious comment, 
that it is not an onlinary transaction — that it does not sound like a natural 
transaction, or one likely to take place ; and I think, sir, when you hear my 
statement, you wUl consider tliat is a fair remark for me to make. 

Sir, in the year 1853, 1 was nominated, at the instance of Captain Greene, 
M.P., a member of a Select Committee of the House Of Commons to inquire 

* See Introduction, ante, 

12 



00 MP. DiGBT Seymour's viiNDicATiox 

into the best mode of economising the printing of the Honse of Commona 
It was my accidental connection with that subject which led me to look 
into the merits of Beniowski's printing patents. The works were at Bow 
Street, where, in fact, a printing office exists to this honr. I bad an oppor- 
tunity of forming an opinion upon those patents ; I did so, and I calculated 
the saving to the public by those patents, and the probable results to a com- 
pany that might be formed by any efforts of capital or enterprise. Oaptain 
Greene knew the opinion I had formed. He knew I took a favourable 
opinion of these patents, and some time in the beginning of the year 1855 
— somewhere about July — Captain Greene met me one day, and he said (of 
course I cannot give his words, but substantially he said this) — ^he intro- 
duced the gubject of these patents, and observed — '^ You are a man of 
energy, Seymour ; you are just the person to bring to a successful issue a 
trial of these patents. I am very anxious to secure a good London solicitor. 
If we could bring out a company, I have no doubt that success would crown 
our efforts." " WeU,'' I said, " let me think about it" I met him after- 
wards on Ludgate Hill : we were both going to the Brighton Bailway, and 
we talked the matter over again. I agi^ed to meet him at Bow Street, and 
he then went into the estimate of the expenses and the best mode of bring- 
ing out a company. There had been a Patent Printing Company before 
this company, and it had died still-bom. From the documents I have here 
connected with the matter, you will observe in the list of directors of that 
company such names as Mr. Bussell, M.P., Professor Creasy, the present 
Judge of Ceylon, Thomas Mijner Gibson, M.P., and Michael Thomas Baaa^ 
M.P., and therefore it was not a mere illusory speculation, but one which 
could command the support and patronage of some very important mer- 
cantile and political names. What Captain Greene wanted was this — he 
wanted it revived. It had died from the fact of more ornamental names 
being on its direction than the names of working men. And he wished me 
to j)ut my shoulders to the wheel to see what could be done to get it up 
again, and we went into a calculation of what the expense would be ; and 
he said he thought, in round numbers, about ;£l,000 would be enough. Some 
very heavy expenses had already been paid in connection with the scheme 
before. He thought tliat sum would be sufficient ; and he said, '^ To en- 
courage ^ou to undertake the matter, I will let you have one-half of my 
interest m these patents, provided you will undertake to set a company on 
foot, AND TO EXPEND i;i,000 IN DOING SO." He also said, " There is one 
thing I should like to have — ^a solicitor of respectability connected with a 
respectable thing ; and therefore you will understand that if you obtain a 
sohcitor of great respectability in connection with this, and are willing to 
spend £\fiQOf I am willing to close with you." He then drew up the heads 
of this understanding between him and me, and we both put our initials to 
it. It was a conditional agreement, subject to my finding a solicitor, and 
subject to xny undertaking to spend Jl,000. I had known Mr. Parker 
some time before. Mr. Bagshawe has referred to that. We were living at 
Brighton, and his wife csuled upon my wife ; and, as Mr. Bagshawe ob- 
served, men living at the sea-side, and coming up in the train together, 
would necessarily oecome more or less acquainted. So it was ; we became 
more or less acquainted with the Parkers. Mr. Parker had originally been 
introduced to me, and I liked Mr. Parker ; he was a very gentleman-like 
man, and I formed a more rapid acquaintance with him than I should 
have otherwise done, but without reference to this patent, and in fact my 
mentioning it to him was in a purely accidental way. Captain Greene had 
given ine a large mass of this type, jnade up so as to print the company's 
name ; it was in a large cii'cular form, all set up together ; and he gave this 
block of type to nae, some separate types too, with letters at both ends ; 
some of Beniowski's type. I went on to the railway station, bringing these 
with me, and I got into a carriage. Mr. Parker was opposite to me. One 
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of these thin^ was troubling me in some way or other, and I took it from 
my pocket. I showed him this mass of type, and began talking about this 
Bow Street matter, really ouly as a matter of interest to me, never dream- 
in g or thinking of suggesting to Mr. Parker to belong to such a thin^ 
When we got to Brighton he seemed interested in the patent, which X 
have no donbt I descrioed in glowing terms, because it was a misfortune 
with me always to throw myself warmly into anything I took up. We 
talked of various subjects on our wav down, and he asked me if I thought 
I could spare him a copy of Beniowski's book, describing the merits of nis 
patents. Accordingly I said to him that it was at his disposal. After- 
wards I saw him either in Pall Mall or in Brighton. I am not sure where, 
but my impression is I saw him in Pall Mall. I saw him on a matter 
which nad nothing to do with this, and when that was over I referred to 
the subject of this patent, and he expressed a great wish to have more par- 
ticular information about it, and he told me to explain to him what my 
position was in regard to it. Itcld him just what 1 have told you. I told 
him how I was situated, and we had a good deal of talk with regard to it. 
He asked me how I intended to spend the money, and whether I took it all 
on my own shoulders. I told him that my idea was that ten friends should 
co-operate. I would go in for £100, and the nine others for £100 each. 
Mr. Parker seemed to think that that was dribbling the thing away. He 
said, '' Would it not be better to have fewer members ? I should not mind 
going in for one-half, and you go in for another half. I shall go in for half 
with great pleasure, and I should have no objection to be the solicitor to 
the comTMiny." I said, '' I do not like to say that ;*^ and I recollect telliuff 
Mr. Parser, what was indeed the fact, that I had many calls on me, and 
some through a very near relation of mine — a brother ; and I told him at 
the time that I did not like to take so large a risk as £500 in regard to it, 
but I told him 1 would see him again. After that time Mrs. Seymour was 
with me at Brighton, in August, 1855. I am not able to fix the date pre- 
cisely. I was at Brighton this mominff, and I tried to fix the date, but 
cannot. However, it was at the time of the Brighton races, in 1865. Mr. 
Parker was there, and he was going to the races. Mr. Parker called at the 
Brunswick baths before my wife and I sat down to breakfast, and he said 
he had been thinking over these things a good deal since ; and he expressed 
his strong wish to be along with me in the concern, and he pulled out his 
pocket-book, or his cheaue-book (I will not imdertake to say which now) ; 
but he said, " I am reaay to go in for my part ; and let us go in and put 
our shoulders to this aifair." I said to him, " Really, Mr. Parker, I do not 
want your cheque. This is unexpected. I did not expect this visit f and 
I pooh-poohed the matter at that time ; and he made some remark about 
going to the races, and the cheque would be safer in my pocket. That is 
the general effect of what took place on that occasion. 1 did not take the 
cheque, and he went away without leaving it. That is all that occurred on 
that occasion. 

Some days after that I w*as going to London. I had not seen Mr. Parker 
or communicated with him in the meanwhile. We got into the same 
carriage, and there were one or two other gentlemen in the carriaffe too, 
and we had no talk about the matter until we got to London-bridge. I 
had received a letter or a telegram — I do not know which — ^from Mr. 
Hudson ; and this wiU go to pi'ove the erroneo^ness of the statement^ 
that Mr. Hudson is a myth. The statement made elsewhere is, " I verilv 
believe Mr. Hudson to be a myth, and that there is no such person." 
There is a Mr. Hudson ; he is a gentleman, whom, if necessary, the Bench 
can see. What light he can throw on the matter I cannot say beyond 
what I have stated in my affidavit. He had been in America, and was 
anxious to see me in connection with a scheme called the Waller Mines, 
in Vir^nia; in which I had a very enormous stake. I use the word ad- 
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visedly ; it was enonnons, though it ma an iU-adyised investment. H^ 
wished me to go to London that morning, and I went to London with the 
idea of meeting him. I may here state to yon, with regard to Mr. Hudson 
not beinff a myth, that he has got some Indian connections, and he was 
conoemea for Tucket Singh, Maharajah of Johdpore, in the matter of a 
})etition which was presented by Sir William Atherton, the Solicitor-Creneral, 
to Parliament. Mr. Hudson was concerned in that ; and I can assure you 
he is a living man, and not a mere fanciful myth. 

When I got to the station, Mr. Parker having got out with me, I met 
Ml*. Hudson. Mr. Hudson was on one side of me and Mr. Parker on the 
other. Hudson then fell a little back, and Mr. Parker and I walked on. 
When we got out of the station — I cannot say the locality — ^but I was going 
in the direction of Graeechurch Street — ^Mr. Parker began talking about 
the printing scheme. Whatever my enthusiasm might have been, his en- 
thusiasm certainly outstripped mine, for he was rather pressing me to close 
with Greene, and he wanted to pay his ;fi500. I wanted to wait, in order 
that I might be in a position to meet him on equal grounds, and he was 
anxious to have the matter closed and the arrangement made at once. I 
put it oif ; and he made a remark which rather roused me, that perhaps I 
had some other person in my mind and could make better terms elsewhere. 
" Oh," I said, " if you put it in that way I will not refuse your money : 
that is not doing me justice." He said, " Come in here ; we will have 
the matter settled :" and, really, before I knew where I was, he went into a 
shop quit6 wnexpectediy and pulled out his cheque-hook, and he ivrote of that 
cheque / I was standing otUside the door at the time talking to Mr. Hud- 
son, and Mr. Parker handed me the cheque, and he said then in substance 
what I have stated in my affidavit. I need not go minutely into the thing. 
We had not spoken about a bank. He attached a great deal of importance 
to having the Scoteh patent secured. He thought that Scotland being a 
great printing country, it would be successful there, and he had a strong 
feeling in favour of the improvement being brought out contemporaneously 
in Scotland. This led to my suggesting to him the name of the Eoyal 
British Bank, as it was connected with Scotland. I thought if I opened 
an account there it would ultimately lead to great benefit to the new 
company. It might open up a field for us and be useful to them ; and I 
threw out the suggestion to Mr. Parker. He said, " That is a good idea f' 
but he left.it to me " to do just exactly as Iliked,^^ * I took the cheque in 
my hand just as it was, and I went down to the British Bank. Here is 
my pass-book. I paid it in to the British Bank. It is very important 
that the Bench should be aware of that fact. K the bank have a sum 
over .£100 on an account for a certain time, they allow interest upon it. 
I do not attach much weight to that, but it may or may not in some 
measure exphun an impression which has got upon Mr. Parker^s mind, 
that he was to be allowed interest on his £5(X). Be that as it may, I paid 
this cheque into the bank on the 16th of August, 1855. Mr. Bagshawe 
was entirely right, the other day, about a mistake as to the date. The 
17th was the day the cheque was cashed. That led to the mistake. It is 
August the 16th the bank-book is dated from. On the VQth it was paid' in. 
Well, the cheque was paid in, " To debtor ;£500, August 17 ;" and that 

CHEQUE REMAINED WITHOUT ANT DRAFT AGAINST IT UNTIL THE 28tH OP 

August — that is, it remained there twelve days exclusively of the 16th. 
/ ask the Bench here to bear that in mind. 

Master Phillihore : When was it paid in f 

Mr. Seymour : The 16th. 

* This precise phrase occurs in a *' confidential letter *' that will be noticed 
hereafter, and of which Mr. Seymour had no copy, nor indeed knew of its existence 
when he made the above statement. 
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Master Phiujmobb : When was it drawn out? On the 28th I 

Mr. Setmoub : It was paid in on the 16th of Angust, and it lay there 
till the 28th undrawn lupainst. On the 28th there appear against it two 
cheques : the one is, *" N. P. C, £2O0." There is also an item of £^2 lOs. 
I would rather the Bench at present would leave me to explain this latter 
sum. That was for a quarterns rent, I think, of an office which was taken 
in connection with this Patent. 

Master Philum obb : The first is what ? 

Mr. Sbtmoub : The first is ;£200, N. P. C. The company was called 
Beniow8ki*s Patent Printin£[ Company. I christened it, Tks National 
Printing Company. Upon uiat point the matter has been already referred 
to by lAi. Wilson elsewhere. I called it the National Printinff Oompapy. 
The £200, the second item, was drawn by me for the purpose of expending 
on, and was expended in connection with, this company. It was drawn out 
by me on the 28th of Auf^st 

Master Sladb What initials ? 

Mr. Sbtmoub : N. P. C. 

[Mr. Seymour then entered into an explanation of several entries in his 
pass-book with the Boyal British Bank of sums expended on account of the 
Printing Company : j£209, £10, £22 10«., £165. Also of various diequv. » 
on Coutts' Bank, &a, for the same purpose : Green, £60 ; Eagar, £50 ; 
Holmes, £90. B. B., pp. 11, 12, 2nd meetin^.1 

On the whole, I find the debit and credit sides of mv account at the Royal 
British Bank stand thus : I only had it open from the 16th of August to 
the 2nd of November, and upon the one side is £2188 to my credit, and at 
the close of the account there are £30 12«. 2(i. balance to my credit, which 
I believe went with the fortunes of the bank. The book is not made up 
later than the 2nd of November, but the balance was in my favour. Be- 
tween August the 17th and October the 17th I had paid £1108 into that 
bank. On the 6th of September, £250 ; on the 2nd of October, £100: 
those are some of the items, and there are drafts, of which the four 1 have 
mentioned to the Bench are some. 

Master Gbbbnb : What name is the account opened in ? 

Mj. Sbtmoub : It is opened in my own name, undoubtedly.* 

Master Tbeasubbb : Had it been opened before the £500 had been 
received from Mr. Parker, or was that the first item ? 

Mr. Sbtmoub : Not before. It was solely for the purpose of connecting 
the Boyal British Bank with this company. I had no other idea. After I 
had received this money frt>m Mr. Parker, I saw Captain Greene. I think 
it was on the 18th of August I next saw Captain Greene. I should hope 
Captain Greene would have the memorandum of agreement which at that 
time was drawn up between us. I have lost my copy, but it will be on all 
fours with another agreement I have here, except that this does mention 
Mr. Parker's name ; that, I think, took place on the 18th of August. 

Well, sir, on the 23rd of August here is a letter I wrote Captain Greene ; 
it is one of the few I have been able to get a copy of. ** l>ear Greene, have 

you heard from ?t If so, shall we call on Sladen this afternoon ?" 

Mr. Sladen was Captain Greene*s attorney. ^ And if so, at what time 
shall we go 7 and shall it be at the Beform or Bow Street ? Better meet 
at either place than here, where we are so interrupted. I shall stay in town 
to-day and to-morrow, and hope we can arrange preliminaries, for we are 
losing golden hours. Yours very truly, W. D. Seymour." That was written 

^ If it was to be a "joint account/* and to be drawn out upon a "joint appli- 
cation," would it not have occurred to Mr. Parker that the bank would require 
his signature in their books ! It would not have taken Mr. Parker five minutes 
to have gone to Tokenhouse Yard from the comer of Lombard Street. 

t A gentleman who had an interest along with Captain Greene in the patents. 
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by me on t^e 23rd of Angost. On the same day a letter was written by 
Mr. to Captain Greene. 

Master 0*Mallbt : Was it to Captain Greene ? 

Mr. Setmour : Yes ; to Captain Greene. Perhaps it is nnneoessaiy that 
I should read it to the Com% but here it is. " My Dear Greene, I am np 
here without any one to oonsnlt on tiie offer that has been made by Mr. 
Seymour's j>ar^y,* but as you say an immediate answer is neeesaary, I tup- 
powIfMUt accept their offer r Therefore, here on the 23rd of At^st, 
within the twelve days, he accepts the offer of giving up one-third of his 
share, and communicates to Greene his decision. 

Master Greens : That was addressed to Captain Greene ? 

Mr. Seymour : Yes ; and it was handed to me for the purpose of show- 
ing Mr. Parker. So that now you will see the matter was r^uiy for com- 
pletion. 

Well, after that I had an interview with Captain Greene. . 

Master Philltmorb : What is the date of that letter ? 

Mr. Setmour : The 23rd of August The copy memorandum I am going 
to read from has no date, but it must be about that time, because there is 
internal evidence <^ it which is conclusive to my mind. Mr. Parker's name 
is here for the Jirst time mentioned. Captain Greene will support me in 
that. I have a letter that will entirely bear me out on this point. Thia 
must have been about the time when Captain Greene got the authority to 
dose with my offer. 

Master Phillimore : What date do you think it was I 

Mr. Setmour : I should say about the 23rd or 24th of August These 
are the words of the document, and I hope the Court will pay attention : 
''Seymour undertakes to find £1,000 for ^preliminary expenses of the company 
and directors ; Messrs, Parker to he solicitors^ and give all possible support 
Seymour to share equally with J. G. the remaining twenty-seven snares^ 

and all shares given up by , &c., and also all benefits arising from the 

company. The English and Colonial patents pay a royalty of £100 per 
annum to Beniowslu ; the Scotch a royalty of £15 per annum.*' The Scotch 
is important, because of a letter which I shall shortly call the attention of 
the !bench to. 

Master Monk : What is that you are reading fr*om? 

Mr. Setmour : It is a copy of a memorandum of agreement entered into 
between me and Greene. This is in Captain Greene's handwriting, and it 
is on the Beform Club paper. '' Beniowski requires a limited right to a 
type foundry and printmg offices in England for printing his own works 
only. Beniowski^s name in the companv. Beniowski to nave 100 proprie- 
tary shares, 200 eeneral shares. Sladen's costs to be paid in shares^ 
Seymour to have a lien upon J, 0,^s share cf the English pa>tents for £lflOO. 
The secretary to be appointed on merit Setmour to have three monthb 

TO complete the CX)MPANT." 

Now the Court will observe the importance of this. You will see the 
pressure that was put upon me, ** three months to complete the company.'' 
Parker's assertion was that the money was to remain at the bank, but 
he does not say for what time or for what practical purpose ; but the 
condition of purchase was that it should be expendei^ on the company, 
and I was to have no title to the patent until then I '* The establish- 
ment at Bow Street to be placed at the disposal of the company and 
promoters for three months, to be kept up at their expense ; and if the 
company is not formed, to revert to J. G., and in no worse condition 
than at present The establishment to be purchased by the company." 
There was another half-sheet in connection with this memorandum, but 

* •* Seymour's party** is not an unimportaat phrase It shows t'l ib \tr. ieyoi jar 
was proposing an agreement on behalf of himself aad some one elite. 
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I have not got it. It worked out some details between Captain Qreene 
and me ; bat in the diBtnrbanoe which haa taken place in my papers it baa 
been lost. This agreement contains, no donbt, the material terms that 
were agreed npon between Captain Greene and me. And I hare here in 
my hand, drawn up by myself, furtlier details on Beform Club paper. I 
have here the name of the company, the capital of the company. 1 have 
the names of certain gentlemen as directors, some belonging to the old com- 
pany, some who were bonnd to connect themselves with the new ; and I 
have, more in detail, the general agreement between us, which no doubt 
was drawn up roughly by me, and Qreene gave me a copy of that^ which 
we both initialed. That is, as nearly as possible, the history of the trans- 
action. I undertake to find j£l,(X)0 for preliminary expenses of company, 
offices, advertising, &c., &c. Parker to be solicitor, and give all his interest 
** Seymour to Bhaxe equally with G. the remaining 27 shares of 60 unsold, 
and also those given up, and also all benefits aiisinff from company." And 
I find also here : ^ A halfpenny paper, to be called ' The People,^ " That 
was a paper which Mr. Holmes ^ve me an estimate for. It was to be 
printed with these types. That is not unimportant 

Master Baoshawk : When was that ? 

Master Phiu^imorb : It is supposed to be the 24th. 

Mr. Sbtm OUR : It is very, very hard to fix a date, without the production 
of the original. 

Master Baoshaws : Is there any date ? 

Mr. Setvocr : No ; the only mark on the paper is ''the Beform Club," 
and as to the time, I answer Master Bagshawe at onoe, it must have be^ 
after the 18th of August, because the memorandum of the 18th does not 
contain Parker's name. I did not mention Mr. Parker's name till Mr. 
^— had consented, because I considered if he did not consent, Pfiurker 
ought to have his money back ; but if he did that, I ought to have the 
command of it for the purpose of bringing out the company. 

Master Greens : Will you let us look at the btuik book, if you please ? 

[The bank book was hiuided in.] 

Master Phillimore : I think you said that Mr. Parker knew about 
this? 

Mr. Setmour : Oh, yes ; he has admitted that elsewhere. 

Now, I hold a letter here from Mr. Parker, of the 27th of August, 1855, 
which I cannot help thinking will throw light upon the transaction. That 
was the day before that cheque for £200 was drawn. It is dated " Bad- 
dow House, 27th August, 1855. My dear sir, — ^Many thanks for your 
note.* I am very glad to hear that au matters have progressed so saUsfacto- 
rUy. I could meet you to-morrow (Tuesday), at 45, Pall Mall, at one 
o'cloi^ Eastern Counties Bailway permitting. I am very sorry to hear 
of the illness of your baby, and Doth Mrs. Parker and myself trust that 
Mrs. Seymour and yourself are relieved now from anxiety upon the sub- 
ject. I am sure that you and I shall have no difficulty. The law business, 
as weU as all matters^ must he in as few hands as pass3>le*'f Now, here I 

rsiuse. Mr. Parker says he never heard of being solicitor to the company, 
say he was to be. 

Master Baobhawe : That is no part of our case. I never suggested that 
it was. 

Mr. Sethotjr : Perhaps you will allow me just to introduce that, as it 
is mentioned in this letter. 



♦ This note Mr. Parker has never produced. Mr. Seymour, unfoi*tunate1y> has 
no copy, but it would show that Mr. Seymour kept Mr. Parker fully advised of 
what he was doing. 

t Mr. Parker in hia evidence denies that he ever held such an opinion ! 
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Master Tbmab0rb& : I think we should let Mr. Seymour make his own 
statement, without interruption. 

Mr. SsTMODB : I have never had an opportunity of contradicting his 
assertion yet, and this is the first time I have had that opportunity ; but I 
understand he denies that he had anything to do with tne law ousiness. 
A joint solicitor was, I think, proposed, either Mr. Murrouffh, who was 
then in Parliament, or Mr. Bladen. I had suggested that to him, and his 
reply was, ^ The law business, as well as all matters, must be in as few 
himds as possible. We must kee^ the secret as much as possible to our- 
selves. With a few we can (id unitedly. With many cooks the broth will 
be spoilt Believe me, yours most sincerely, — Jamss Pabkxr." 

Master Grbsme : That is dated when ? 

Mr. Sktmoub : 27th of August, 1855. 

Master O'MaUjET : Will you read that passage again ? 

Mr. Setmoub : " I am sure that you and I shall have no difficulty. The 
law business, as well as all matters, must be in as few hands as possible. 
We must keep the secret as much as possible to oubselvss. Witn a few, 
WE can act unitedly. With many cooks the broth will be spoilt. Believe 
me^ours most sincerely, James Pabkeb." 

The next one is from Mr. Parker, of the 2dth of August. You will do 
me the favour to remember that this was evidently written with regard to 
the Scotch patents. I stated that the Scotch patents were to be subject to 
a royalty of £15 per annum, and it was arranged that they should be at 
our command. The letter says — ^ Sandwich, 29th August, 1855. My dear 
sir, — I hope yon got on well yesterday. Scotland is a Hrie qud mm," What 
does " weu yesteraay " mean ? I tell you it means that Parker knew that 
there was a question with regard to some of the minor details of the con- 
cern at Bow Btreet, about which he wanted me to see Captain Greene. He 
ffoes on : '^ Scotland is a tine qvd non" (and I beff attention to what follows), 
'^ and I do not at all like giving up Ireland.'' What does he mean by that ? 
What had he to '^ give up " if he was no partner with me ? That, of 
course, is a matter open to the Bench to construe. '^ We ought to have the 
entire of the patents strictly. It should be clearly understood that the 
Irish patent should be confined to Ireland, and that we are to be limited in 
no other way, Mr. Greene must be made to understand- that you do not 
in any way wish to take advantage of him, but to do the best you can for 
him, so far as is consistent with y<mr ovm interest. I am sure, fob myself, 
I wish him to have everv benefit from. the patent, and by working it with 
us, I am satisfied he will best secure his own interesf^ Hiere must be 
confidence ; he must confide in us, as we shall do in him. There must not 
be any lurking suspicion. Believe me, yours very sincerely, James 
Pabkeb. I shall be at Chelmsford to-morrow. I hope to hear a good ac- 
count of jrour brother." 

Now, sir, these letters are only part and parcel of many which I do not 
know IJiat I shall be able to command, though they exist somewhere or 
other. I call the attention of the Court to these letters, because I submit 
that they are entirely in favour of my case, which I say is borne out by 
that document already referred to, written by Captain Greene, and far 
more by Captain Greene's letter, to which lam now going to call the atten- 
tion of the JBench. I am sure they will pardon me for doing so. I am 
going to read a letter which is very important to me, and it should be now 



* Caa stomger evidence exist that Mr. Parker knew, as between Captain Greene 
and Mr. Seymour, there was a contract ; and between himself and Mr. Seymour 
a Bub-diylfiion of Mr. Seymour^s interest in that contract t Tet Mr. Parker 
hereafter totally denies auy such state of things to have existed, or to have been 
thought of, and says he never entertained the scheme at all ! 
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before the Gonrt. It is a letter written by CSaptain Greene to the Attorney 
Oeneral of the Northern Circuit. I read it, as Mr. Bagshawe has read Mr. 
Wilson's affidavit, as a oniTenient way of telling what he can prove. 

^Jnne3rd, 1861. Sir, — ^I prefer stating in writing, after referring to 
my memorandums, the evidence I can give with relation to Mr. Digby 
Seymour, in reference to Beniowski's printing patent. Prior to July, 1855, 
Mr. Seymour was a member of a Committee of the House of Commons, 
appointed to consider the best mode of economising parliamentarv printing, 
so he became acquainted with the invention of those patents, of which he 
entertained a highly favourable opinion. In Jul^ of that year I aoeidentaJly 
met Mr. Seymour, aud mentionea to him my wish that he should assist in 
establishing a company to work the patents, telling him that a thousand 
pounds would be reqmredybr prdimxnary expentes, and that I was anxious 
to have a first-dass solicitor associated with the undertaking. Mr. Sey* 
mour expressed his readiness to co-operate. I think the heads of this 
understanding were reduced to writing. Some time afterwards, about the 
18th or 19th of August, I made a more defiwiu arranaemeni, which em- 
braced the appointment of Mr. Parker as mdinitor, and »n aenercU respects 
was similar to tks foregotncf. Mr. Parker came to Bow Street, and ex- 
pressed himself greatly pleased, and told me at dinner, at the W3mdham 
Club, that ^any arrangement Mr. Seymour m^xde he fBould he satisfied 
fcith^ Subsequently a draft agreement was drawn up by my solicitor at 
Mr. Seymour's expense, embodying in more formal language the precise 
arrangement. Some objections in detail were made, but afterwards Mr. 
Wilson, on Mr. Parker's behalf, expressed himself quite satisfied. Still ' 
some minor points were raised, but I met Mr. Parker in Pall Mall, and 
asked him 'whether he was authorised to act for Mr. Seymour.' He 
replied, ' I am ;* and I then entered also into some particulars about the 
works at Bow Street, to whi^ Mr, Parker agreed on behalf of himsdf and 
Mr, Seynwwt, I then considered all finally sbttlsd. At the end of 
October I was informed Mr. Seymour went to Newcastle. I heard from 
Mr. Wilson, on tiie 8th of November, that Mr. Parker was too unwell to 
attend to business. About the same time I met Mr. Seymour, who said 
that everything was most unfortunate, and that all the delays were caused 
by Mr. Wilson— that is Mr. Parker's managing clerk — ^but that he (Sey- 
mour) was moA anxious to go on with the company, and he expressed 
himself by letter previously and subsequently to tne same effect* Shortlv 
liter that I went to Chelmsford, where I saw Mr. WOson, who referred, 
when I was leaving, to a cheque for ;£500 " — ^Now I hope the Court will 
watch this — *^ which had been paid to Mr. Seymour as Mr. Parker's 

SHARE OF THE ;£l,000 TOWARDS PRELTHINART EXPBMSES, and which he (Mr. 

Wilson) said he supposed was expending in B^w Street." 

Master CMallet : Wilson said he supposed it was expending in Bow 
Street I How could it bb ltuto nr thb bake and expskdino in Bow 
Street ! 
Master Colebidob : That is what Mr. Wilson says ! 
Mr. Setmour: What Captain Greene says Mr. Wilson said to him. 
This is what Captain Greene states. He says : '' He (Mr. Wilson) said he 
supposed it was expending in Bow Street.'* I merely pause here to say 
(I hope I am not out of o^er) that Mr. Wilson makes a remark about a 
deposit, and that remark is not unworthy of attention, in contrast with 
this passage. '' I told him I had received from Mr. Seymour, £Gi\ which 
I have no doubt is the money referred to as having been mentioned by Mr. 

* This is fatal to the first count of Mr. Parker's declaration. Mr. Seymour, 
according to Captain Greene, is opposed to the " abandonment of the contem- 
plated pnrpose.'* 

13 



U8 MR. DIOBT 8BT1I0UB*8 VINDICATION. 

Seymour. I was afterwards informed by Mr. Pkrker that his health would 
not allow of his going on with the company, and the misimderstAnding 
between him and Mr. Seymour terminated my connection with them. I 
ought here to mention that Mr. Parker paid me £20 to meet some of the 
expenses. I always understood Mr. Farter was to hxwe half Mr. Seymour's 
interests in the patents, and I knew nothing about how they settled money 
matters until I heard from Mr. Wilson as bdbre mentioned, bein^ satisfied 
WITH THE UNDER8TANDIK0 that the £1,000 was to be expended in pre- 
liminary expenses for the company. After the lapse of so many years, I 
have given the clearest explanations in my power, as I had never expected 
to have any reference maae to me in the matter. I am, Sir, your faithful 
servant, John Greene.* 

« Hon. A. F. O. Liddell, Q.C." 

Master Trsasureb : Just give me the date of that. 

Master Chaxbebs : That is dated the 4th of June. 

Master Grbbnwood : Will you fJEivour me with that document ? 

( The document W€U handed in) 

Mr. Setmoub : Captain Greene has been summoned as a witness against 
me before that Committee, and that letter from him appears in evidence, 
and 1 thought it was my duty to bring it^ as it indicates the evidence I hope 
he will give on this inquiry. 

Master Philliiiore : When were those letters written ? 

Master Baqshawb : Both in 1861. 

Mr. Setmoub : The position in which I considered myself was this. I 
considered with reference to that £500 that Mr. Parker had handed to me 
in connection with the company — ^that it, or its equivalent, should be used 
for the purpose of defraying the preliminary expenses of that company, and 
that he should have one-half of my interests under the arrangement with 
Captain Greene. I also considered that if the other gentlemen referred to 
came into our terms, and if the arrangement was settled, he was to divide 
those shares with mvself and Captain Greene, and / th<night when those 
terms were agreed to tnat I had as complete control over the £500 cu I have 
over any sovereian note in my pocketf but that I was hound to expend £1,000, 
as I had entered into a written contract to do it. All that was required by 
Captain Greene was my undertaking to spend it, and I was willing and 
ready to do it. I considered that Mr. Parker was in this position. The 
company being brought out, and £1,000 spent by me, half of my shares 
would have been absmutely his — I having one-half and he having one-half. 
If the company was not brought out, he would have his £500 secured by a 
lien on Greene's patents, into whatever hands they subsequently went. 

I have a letter here, dated the 8th of September, 1855, from Mr. St. Barbe 
Sladen to me. He writes as follows : he was the solicitor of Captain Greene. 
** Dear Sir,— Printing Patents. I send you draft agreement for perusal. I 
think the mode I have adopted of showing the interests of all parties the 
simplest. The schedule must not be taken as quite perfect, because I do not 
know at present whether the several parties interested will make the con- 
cessions I have assumed, but no doubt they will. You and Mr. Parker 
should covenant to guarantee the performance by Mr. Eagar of his portion 
of the arrangement.T This may be done by a simple endorsement. The 
agreement between yourself and Greene should be signed simultaneously. 



If this statement of Capt. Greene, M.P. be true, (and it is a copy of notes in 
his journal made at the time.) what becomes of the eyidence of Mr. Parker and 
Mr. Wilson? 

t Because •* H. T. Eagar " really meant, as will be seen, Messrs. Seymour and 
Parker. Mr. Parker stoutly denies the existence, or idea, of such an arrangement, 
post, and declares he knows nothing of Mr. Eagar. 
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Yon will, perhaps, prepare this in a short form and send it to me when yon 
return the other drafts. I do not know what the terms of the arrangement 
are. I shall be absent till Friday next. After Monday, in Wales. The 
draft must be submitted to Beniowski, uid there must be an arrangement 
with him as to the 200 ordinary shares.'' Allow me to call the attention 
of the Bench to this letter. Here is a letter from Mr. Sladen, dated the 8th 
of September, 1855, and that letter mentions Mr Eagar. Now, Mr. Hudson 
was a myth. I understand, with regard to Mr. Ea^r, that he has been 
repudiated. * I think Mr. Parker alludes to him, to disown him. 

Master Baosh awb : He wrote a letter in which he says he ** did not know 
anything about him !" 

Mr. Sbtmour : I state that in reference to a remark made by the learned 
gentleman the other day. Mr. Parker expressed himself to me as quite 
satisfied with the arrangement I had entered into with Captain Greene. 
He first raised a notion about Eagar. He said he was not much used to 
these things ; but if he was to be solicitor to the company, and also to be 
co-proprietor along with me in the patent, there was some incompatibility 
about it, and we talked the matter over. I recollect telling him that I 
thought I could get over that difficulty for him, because I thought that my 
nephew, who was a clerk in the Post-office, and a young gentlemen of 
character, would represent Mr. Parker's interest and my own, and that he 
would never have any difficulty in doing it. My nephew, Mr. Eagar, had 
the greater part of ms days unoccupied, and I thougnt there would be no 
difficulty about it. All this Mr. Parker was aware of, and there was no 
reference whatever with regard to Mr. Eagar's means. The understanding 
between Mr. Parker and me was, that he [Mr. Eagar] should be the repre- 
sentative of our joint interest. 

Now, here is the draft deed. Tlie deed contains a great many clauses. 
There is one only, however, to which I woidd wish now to draw the atten- 
tion of the Bench. There is no date to the deed. It is a deed carrying out 
in detail the heads of the arrangement which I have read to the Bench. In 
the schedule to that deed Mr. Eagar's name is entered. Mr. Parker's name 
does not appear there, nor does mine ; but Mr. Eagar's name appears as 
" H. T. Ea^." 

Master Baoshawe: Do neither of those names appea/rf — neither Mr, 
Pa/rker^s nor yowr own na/me in the whole deed f 

Mr. Sbtmoub : Neither the one nor the other I But here is H. T. Eagar, 
673 shares. He is put down in the schedule. There are memoranda upon 
this draft, no doubt made at the time. They are in the haridwriting of Mr. 
Wilson, the managing derk of Mr. Parker, AJl these pencU marks appear to 
be in his handwriting. There is a clause on the second page to the follow- 
ing effect : " That the said H. T. Eagar, his executors, administrators, or 
assigns, shall and will forthwith, at his or their own expense, and by all 
usual and proper means, use his best endeavours to establish a company for 
the working of the said patents and inventions, and to procure the whole 
of the shares in the capital of the said company to be tt^Len up by respon- 
sible and solvent persons, and shcUl and will, for the purpose of establishing 
such company out of his and their ovm proper m,oney8, expend not less than 
£1000 sterling." That is, for the purpose of establishing the company. So that 
you see by that deed it was agreed we should lay out on that object £1000. 

Master Bagshawb : To be laid out by Eagar \ 

Mr. Sethour : Tes ; and I agi*eed that I snould save him harmless. He 
then bound himself to the expenditure of £1000. There is a pencil memo- 
randum here against the sentence, " and to procure the whole of the shares 
in the capital of the said company to be taken up by responsible and sol. 

• " Ea^r " means " we/* i.e , Parker and Seymour. 
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vent penons." That passage is stmek out in pencil, and there is a memo- 
randum in Mr. Wilson's himdwriting : ^* This clause is unnecessary, and 
contrary to the understanding between the parties'** You must take that 
for what it is worth. That was written at the time. 

Now, I have got a letter here from Mr. Wilson, dated the 29th of Sep 
tember, 1855, from 45, Pall Mall : — **• Dear Sir, — I was occupied with Mr- 
Sladen this morning for two hours. He eomplains that delay has already 
taken pJace, and aaeerU poeUivdy that Mr. Oreene wiU not aUow more than 
three months to form the company. He says they have another very eli^ble 
offer. He does not refuse to give copies of the licences, but he wiiahes it to 
be distinctly understood that all expenses are to be paid hfj^^* Eagar, He 
thinks the validity of the patents beyond question. When the former 
company was about being started, Mr. Sbapter drew all the document, and 
advised the proposed directors, four of whom were themselves barristers. 
At any rate^ Mr. Sladen wishes the agreement to be entered into, subject 
to counsel's opinion on the question of validity. The objections to the pro- 
posed alterations of his draft are shortly these." Then he goes through 
several points which have been raised in the margin by Mr. Wilson. I 
ou^ht to tell the Bench here that, with regard to the poihts raised by 
Wilson, I had no previous information. These pencillings upon the draft 
of this aereement were not previously submitted to me. They were altera- 
tions ana suggestions of a vexy technical and minute character. After 
pointing out the various subjects, he ends thus : ^' I have not space here to 
enter into Mr. Sladen's arguments or mine, but, with your intmiate know- 
ledge of the whole business, I do not think you reauire it. I do not think 
Sladen's clients will give way on clauses 10 and 15, and they are most 
anxious to get the scheme afloat immediately^ It shows on the part of Mr. 
Wilson, as the representative of Mr. Parker, an anxiety that this matter 
should be put on foot ; but difficulties which I had not raised were raised 
on points in the heads of agreement which had been signed by myself and 
Captain Greene ; and those difficulties had been raised by Mr. Parker. 

Here is a letter, dated ^' Eeform Club, September 30, 1855," from Captain 
Greene to me. '' My dear Sevmour, — I have had a letter from Mr. Sladen 
stating that Mr. Wilson caUea upon him and brought frx>m Mr. Parker 
quite a new. proposition. Now, as I tmderstood that you were autliorised 
to act for him,t and one of my propositions was {to which you agreed) that 
three months should be given to carry out the company, and as Mr. Parker 
requires the time extended to six months without entering into the pros 
and cons upon that point, I must request of you, if we are to proceed fur- 
ther, either to get an authority from Mr. Parker to act on his behalf or 
put me in direct communication with him. It is quite impossible to hope 
for any useful result as we are now circumstanced. I am sure your good 
sense will at once induce you to take a similar view. More than one month 
has elapsed since you received a copy of the draft agreement drawn up in 
accordance with both our views, and the moment ]M&. Parker is called into 
our counsels, your arrangement is dissented from. As letter ^vritiug is a 
very tedious way of carrying out any business, you had better let me know 
when and where I can see you." 

When I call the attention of the Bench to that, there can be no question 
about the fact. Towt^ds the dose of September, Mr. Pavk^ asked for 



* Mr. Wilgon only objects to the stipulation, that "Eagar" should procure the 
capital to be subscribed. The former part of the clause, therefore, is not " con- 
trary to the understanding between the parties.*' What parties ? Seymour and 
Parker represented by Eagar on the one hand, and Greene on the other. 

t How could Captain Oreene understand this if Mr. Parker never made up his 
mind to "entertain'* the scheme t 
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further time, and objections were raised by Mr. Wilson, some of which 
were anticipated by me, and some b^ Ci^>tain Greenehimself ; by that letter, 
which treats Mr. FlEurker's alterations as altogether a new proposition, 
altering the basis of the arrangement to which we had previously come. 
The Bench will see how I met that I wrote ** Bnmswick Baths, Brighton, 
October the 2nd." 

Master BAoaHAWx : Perhaps it will be as well, Mr. Seymour, to draw 
your attention at once to a letter dated dOth September, 1866, from, your* 
self to Mr. Parker, a long letter, going into all the details of the deed ; an<L 
amongst other things, suAC^tin^, on your part, that Mr. Parker should 
propose an enlai*gement ST the tmie. Would you wish to see the whole 
letter? 

Mr. SxTXOUR : I am yeiy much obliged to Mr. Bagshawe for calling my 
attention to that. I have not here that letter to which he has referred 
I can only give it you to the best of my recollection — the only means in 
my power. I have no copies of those letters. 

Master Baoshawb : They are your own lettera 

Mr. Ssncoua : It still is a suggestion made by me, no doubt after the 
interview with Mr. Wilson, but not raised by me. 

Master Philliicobjb : Is it a long letter ? 

Master Bagbhawb : Yes ; we ought to see that. I drew your attention 
to it as being somebody's narrative. 

Master G&ssnb : I do not think you read that. Master Bagshawe. 

Mastet Baoshawe : No, I did not ; nor could I see its bearing ; but I 
thought it rights nevertheless, to advert to it. 

M^ter Tbbasc7RER : To whom is it addressed f 

Master Bagshawk : By Mr. Seymour to Mr. Purker. 

Mr. SfiTHOOR : Tou refer, I suppose, to what is said upon dause 19. 

Master Bagshawe : I did refer to it before ; but I see by it that there 
was a deed going on in course of preparation. 

Mr. Sktmoub : ** C. 19. Suppose you propose that the clause shall run 
that if j£lOOO, spent within three months, to give Co. the other three shall 
be at Eagar's option." 

Master Bodwell : " The other three !" 

Maiter Baoshawb : I did not put it in, or do anything more with it than 
just show that the narrative would fall in there. 

Mr. Sbtmoub : The extension to the six months was not my idea. 

Master Baoshawb : Not that it should come from Parker ? 

Mr. Seymour : The next letter was to press the thinff on ; and I wrote, 
on the 2nd of October, as follows : — *^ My dear Greene, I am satisfied that 
Parker has no other object than to use his best exertions for the proposed 
company, and I am equally convinced that you never again can meet with 
so good a man for your purpose. I therefore think you should try to meet 
him as far as you possibly can. His objection to the proprietors' shares 
bein^ allotted at the same time as those to the public (which is probably 
his (uiief objection),* affects you just as much as him ; and if any benefit 
spring from your yiddins to his wishes, recollect you wiU share equally 
with him and me. You do not sufficientiy bear this last consideration in 
mind. I have no objection whatever to toub seeing PABKEiut Drop 
him a line to Baddow House, and make an appointment with him. I first, 
interested myself in the a£^r from a genuine spirit of friendship and ad- 
miration for your long-suffering faiih ux the scheme. It is not for me to 

* A strange objection from a man who " did not entertain the scheme 1** 
+ Had the Benchers forgotten this letter when they applied the word "conceal- 
ment* to Mr. Seymoui^B conduct? Mr. Seymour, at this time, had drawn upon 
Mr. Parker's money. Would he have permitted and encouraged Capt. Greene to 
see him, if he felt conscious that he was not fiiUy entitled to use it t 
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to advise jon, bat I do hope yon will not lose a fine epportunity by standing 
on minor points too stoutly. Most truly yours, W. D. S." That was 
written by me to Greene on the 2nd of October, 1865. 

Now, the next letter I have to consider here is from Mr. Parker, dated 
the 3ist of October, 1865. " My dear Sir, — ^Many thanks for your letter.* 
I am still quite incapable of attending to business. I told Mr. Wilson to 
call upon you to-day, and I hope he has been able to see you. If he has 
not, he can come to you, and talk over all matters relating to Bow Street, 
as respects the house, the carrying on the works, the empioymerU of the 
present and any other assistantSy and, generally, the arrangements with Mr. 
Greene.t Bebeve me^ yours very truly, Jambs Pabkbe." This letter, at 
all events, has some importance in it, as showing the general heads of the 
agreement between us, and that the substantial basis of our understanding 
was settled, and that now the point only was the working details of Bow 
Street, the employment of men, and so on. That is written on the 31st of 
October, 1856. 

Then, the next letter is from Mr. Parker, and is dated on the 6th of 
November, 1855, from Baddow House. ** My dear Sir, — I am not allowed 
to enter into matters of business of an exciting nature. Mr. Wilson will 
write to your clerk." That is Mr. Lowth, my clerk, who I said was dead. 
*' I do not think I shall be able to see you until the latter part of next 
week." I do not know whether you have a copy of that letter. I will 
read it. 

Master Baoshawb : Yes, do ; that is important. 

Mr. Setmoxjb : " The arrangement is now as to Bow Street.^! In what 
position are ir^ to be there ? I do not see my way at all clearly upon thai 
point. It muH he at once definitely fixedy That is dated the 6th of 
November, in which he refers to Bow Street. At the end of the letter he 
refers to some private matters. 

Master Phillimobe : That is Mr. Parker to you ? 

Mr. Setmoue : Yes. Then there is another letter, '' Many thanks for 
the cheque for £50." 

Master Tbeasxtbeb : From whom ? 

Mr. Sethoub : From Captain Greene. This is really a private memo- 
randum only, after I gave him £bO, which he refers to in that letter. 
Then came a visit from Mr. Wilson to me at my chambers. My chambers 
at that time were undergoing repairs, and I remember my clerk was present 
at that visit. Mr. Wilson says he was not, and, therefore, there is an issue 
between us. I had seen Mr. Wilson before, as Mr. Parker had left this 
matter in his hands, and he told me that Mr. Parker was very bad. The 
doctors said excitement was bad for his health ; they were afraid of brain 
fever, and their wish was that Mr. Parker should not interfere with any- 
thing of a speculative character, and to retire from the thing. I recollect 
it as distinctly as if it had occurred only a moment ago. My first impres- 
sion was one of immense surprise at his wishing to retire in November from 
a thing that he came into in August, and at his proposing it in that cool, 
summary maimer ; and I expressed my surprise to Mr. Wilson : " After 

• This letter, too, Mr. Parker has never produced t Yet its contents would 
have thrown a great light on the relation then existing between Mr. Parker 
and Mr. Seymour. The letter evidently informed Mr. Parker of some steps Mr. 
Beymour was taking. Do these letters show " concealment ?'* If so, what does 
the withholding of them show 1 

t Yet he says he *« never entertained the scheme !" 

t The Bow Street preipis«s were only to be handed over to the company as soon 
as it was so far advanced as to require possession to commence printing a news- 
paper, &c. Mr. Parker could not have written this letter if he was not perfectly 
aware of the preparations Mr. Se^'^mour had made. 
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matters have gone on, and supposing Mr. Parker is so well represented 
hj yon, I have no doubt all can go on right.*' Mr. Wilson still maintained 
that it was not good for Mr. Parker's health. I said, " I do not want to 
hold any man in. I do not want to keep him if his health is bad, and he 
pleads that as an excuse. Ify faith in tke scheme is unsh(iken. I wiU take 
to his share as todi as my oton. Let him retire if he wishes.** " Well/' Mr. 
Wilson said, " about money matters. If Mr. Parker goes out of the thing, 
he ought to haye his £6Q0" " But," I said, " recollect I haye been ham- 
mering away at the thin^. I haye spNent money ; and if he retires from 
the undertaking, which I consent to his doing, he may. At the same time 
1 think he shoiSd allow me the use of the baJance of the money, for the 
purposes of the company. Without him I neyer would haye touched this 
thing — ^not by myself, certainly." That is the ground which, in fact, the 
case stands upon, which I haye already called the attention of the Bench 
to, and I daresay I spoke warmly on the subject. The result was that he 
said he would communicate with Mr. Parker, and after that must likely 
Mr. Parker would communicate with me. 

Master Baoshawb : Will you mention the date of that interyiew ? 

Mr. SsncouR : It was after the 6th of Noyember. 

Master Bagshawb : The 12th of Noyember is what Mr. Wilson sa^. 

Mi*. Setxour : I cannot say that is incorrect ; it would be wrong m me 
to say^ so ; it was in Noyember, and it was after the 6th. I recollect after- 
war<ls I was going off to York, and I wrote a note in a hurry. I should 
state here that in the course of that interyiew with Mr. Wilson, Mr. Wil- 
son added (I think it right to tell the Bench — I do not want to keep any- 
thinff back) that if I h^ done anything I had done it on my own respon- 
sibili^. Some remark of that kind was made, and that it was rasn to 
haye been contracting liabilities in reference to the company until it was 
before the public. I said, " You know your own letter f* we were bound 
to do it within three months ; and I called his attention to the position in 
which I was placed, and the trouble and expense I had been at in taking 
the steps I had done to bring the company out within the time I was 
limited to.* 

I haye a letter referring to the points aboye mentioned, and which is 
before the Bench. Mr. Bagshawe has already referred to it; and I 
think, too, he made a remark upon it This is a letter of the 9th of De- 
cember, 1856, from me to Mr. Parker. I say in it, " What am I to infer 
from your silence ?" 

Master Bagshawe : I think it right to draw your attention to the spe- 
cific statement made by Mr. Wilson in his affidayit, ** that on the 12th of 
Noyember, in the same year, I attended on the defendant, and informed 
him of the plaintifif s determination, at which the defendant expressed his 
regret. I also told him tfiat the plaintiff required his £500 and interest ; 
and the defendant promised to obtain the money for him from the bank." 
That is Mr. Wilson's account 

Mr. Seymour : That is a yery short account of a yery long interyiew ! 
Mr. Wilson has made another statement in that affidavit, by which per- 
haps, the Bench will judge of his yeracity. He says the money of both was 
to lie at the bank " tUl Mr. Parker required it / But I was not going to com- 
ment upon Mr. Wilson's eyidence, but to read a letter. 

Master Bagshawe : The 9th of December, you say ? 

Mr. Seymour : It is ; yes. " What am I to infer from your silence ? I 
hope not that you are still an inyalid. K this be not the cause of my not 
hearing from you, I wish you would be frank, and tell what it is ; for I am 



* It must always be borne in mind, that Mr. Seymour was bound by written 
agreement to this condition, totally irrespective of any sub-contract between 
himself and Mr. Parker. 
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wholly nnconscioTis of anything on my part to justify any coolness on 
yours. As to Greene, I have hSea making some progress for him in the 
north ; and I now ask you — as I never would have engaged in this print- 
ing scheme without yon — ^whether you will consent to let me have the use 
of the money you^laced in my hands, taking my note, say at two or three 
months, for it r' Now, undoubtedly, that money was placed in my hands, 
and it was also, in one view, placed in my hands on a trust. That trust 
was to expend it, or its equivalent, on a company designed to work patents, 
in which Mr. Parker had a partn^s interest with me. In writing that 
letter, I have used the words ^ placed in my hands,'' which is, perhaps, an 
ambiguous phrase ; but that I meant anjrthinff at the time like a deposit of 
money, which was to be there indefinitely, and not to be touched, 1 deny. 
I never dreamt of it in that sense — I never thought of it, and Mr. Parker 
never thought of it till afterwards. 

Master Phillucorb : What is the expression ? 

Mr. SETMOirR : ** As to Greene, I have been making some progress for 
him in the north ; and I now ask you — as I never would have en^iged in 
this printing scheme without you — ^whether you will consent to let me have 
the use of the money you placed in my hands, taking my note, say at two 
or three months, for it ? I would thus, I think, be able to accomplish 
something towards the successful deyelopment of this great national pro- 
ject." Well, Mr. Parker writes me a letter, dated ^e 10th of December, 
1855 : — ** My dear Sir, — ^The printing scheme will not do for me ; and I 
shall be glad to receive the money "vmich I deposited with the bank, and 
the interest upon it : and perhaps you would be good enough to send to me 
the deposit note." I received that letter in York. 

Master Baoshawb : Mr. Seymour, will you allow me to ask what is the 
meaning of Mr. Parker placing his money in your hands upon trust ? 

Mr. SxTMOUR : I mean this : — ^when the money was handed to me, (U 
hia share of the £1,000 I tons to undertake to spend m the preliminaries of 
bringing out a company, in which he loas to he a partner witn me to the extent 
of half of 673 jAafw. There was a payment upon a trust of that kind, but 
I never contemplated any other trust ; and the idea of a joint deposit in 
our joint names was absurd, because 1 could never have got a title to the shares 
^ fhad not had the entire control of the money I I wrote to him — •* My dear 
Sir, — ^Your allusion to the deposit note *^ 

Master OoLERiDas : Give me the words of your letter in answer to that. 

Mr. Setmour : I will tell you exactly. I wrote a letter, on the 11th of 
December, to Captain Greene. On the same day I wrote this letter to Mr. 
Parker, in a great hurry. What I meant simply was this :— -you in Grace- 
church Street placed £500 in my hands, with the intention that I should 
use it as your share of the expense in making a ^mpany. In doing that, I 
have been drawing upon your funds, and I have been drawing upon my 
own funds, and all the while I have been drawing for the company to a large 
amount, treating it as mine, because I was responsible for the expenditure, 
and therefore I was entitled to use it. Consequently, I think you ought 
not to deprive me of the use of that money by asking me for your £500. 
I had been spending money and contracting liabilities. You are wishing 
to ^o out, and you want me to give you your £500. Your object was, in 
mving the money, to enable me to undertake to carry on the company. 
You may go out, but give me a little time to pay you. 

Master Philltmore : What money had you spent ? How much money 
remained ? Was there any remaining — ^I mean of the £500 — was it all 
gone? 

Mr. Seymour : I had spent and become liable for more than that. 
Master Phillimore : When he wrote, on the 10th of December, was 
there any money remaining in the bank ? 
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Master Slads : There was no balance in the bank on the 2nd of 
November. 

Mr. SEncouB : There vhu a very good balance at Coutte^s I 

Master Monk : Mr. Seymoor says he had expended mpneys of his own 
besides the £500. 

Mr. Seymonr : I do. I have already mentioned several specific pay- 
ments. If you take everything into consideration, you will see there were 
preliminary expenses. I employed assistants. I paid for reports and esti- 
mates. I gave dinners to proposed directors, &c. There were many other 
preliminary expenses, and I say £700 woold not cover what I spent, or 
what I was liable for and had ijdtimately to pay. I was going up and down 
from Bi^hton ; I had to keep a servant in town on account of this com- 

rmy. Tnere was rent and furniture to pay for, and in a great many ways 
have spent money. Any gentleman acquainted with such a subject will 
know all about that. 

Master Greene : Will you be good enough to proceed with the letter 7 
Mr. Setmour : ** Your allusion to a * deposit note ' and * interest * I do not 
xmderstand. What ^ deposit V I always understood the arrangement be- 
tween all parties was that Mr. Eagar should undertake to spend £1,000 in 
forming a company, of which you and I were to furnish each £500. I 
understood your cheque was paid to me in advance for this purpose. When 
matters are ripe for execution you alter your mind. Under the circum- 
stances, I thought it a very reasonable suggestion that you should at least, 
cu I have not mered my mind, leave me in a position to carry out a scheme 
I would not have touched without you. Consider, too, Greene's position. 
I forgot in my last letter to remind you that Greene has had £60, and to 
ask you what compensation I ought to offer to Mr. Holmes, who has fully 
relied on being appointed secretary, from my assurance, and has been study- 
ing the art of printing with a view better to qualify himself. You may 
fancy how far I have gone in the matter when i tell you I believe I am 
announced for a lecture on Beniowski's printing early next month at New- 
castle." I have got here a letter of the 30th of May, 1861, confirming me 
about the intention to give a lecture. '' Your secession has totally fallen 
as a surprise, and the manner of it doubly so. I shall be in London next 
week, and hope I may be able to see you on the subject, as letters will only 

breed confusion, and I am sure we can only each of us have one motive 

to act justly and honourably, I observe what you say as to other matters, 
and ^all see what can be done. Do let ue meet^ I wrote by the same 
post a letter which I trust I have got here. I wrote this letter to Mr. 
Greene. 
Master Greene : The same date ? 
Mr. Seymour : The same date. "Northern Circuit, York, Dec. 11th 




word " balance ;" that is what I meant to say.* And this, I think, throws 
some light on the transaction. Perhaps, too, I wrote, as unfortunately I 
may have done some things in this case, a little too quickly — ^ and offering 
my note at two or three months, saying that I thought I could still get the 
company if he consented. All he says in reply is, * the printing scheme will 
not do for me,' and then asks for * Ms money with interest !' " (To which 
I have a note of exclamation.) ** I have written in reply that I had advanced 
you £60 on our joint account, and I also told him that I had kept Mr. 
Holmes hanging on from week to week, and he would want compensation 

* Considering that both these letters were written by the same post, it is only 
fiiir to let one throw light on the other. Mr. Seymour has to thank Oapt Qreene 
for being placed in poBseasion of • copy of this letter. 

14 
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&c. Bee. &a What have you done or do jou propose to do ) It giyes me 
great pain to feel the mischief I have, from the beist or friendliest motives, 
occasioned." ^I meant the delays and disappointments arising from my 
introduction oi Parker.) Parker's conduct is to me a mystenfy for I re- 
garded him as a gentleman and a man of honour, and never dreamed of his 
acting such a part, as when all preliminaries were on the point of settle- 
ment, to take up his hat and tell us he was sick of it ! — ^Yours very truly, 
W. D. S." That was written on the same day. 1 wrote to Mr. Parker on 
the 11th. I got a letter from Mr. Parker on the 13th, but a copy of that 
letter I, unfoi-ibunately, have not got here. 

Master Baoshawe ; Here it is. You had better read it. 

Mr. Seymour {taking the letter) : I will certainly read it. " I hasten to 
answer your letter received to-day. You know that my ^500 was depo- 
sited, and that you told me the bank would pay to me 5 per cent, interest 
upon it. I now ask for my money. I will have nothing to do with the 
printing scheme. I know nothing of Mr. Holmes, or of what you may 
nave said to him. I saw Mr. Greene yesterday, and he is acauainted with 
my views. Mr. Eacar, I understand, was your nephew. / imow nothing 

{urther of him*^ W ell, I have already commented upon that about Eagar ; 
>ut, with regard to Holmes, he was often at Bow Street, and as to saying 
he knew nothing of him, I can only say he knew a great deal of him, and 
he was to manage the paper. 

But I am travelling from the record. As to Mr. Edgar's position I have 
already commented upon that. I replied to that letter, and I have stated 
in my affidayit what the reply was. i state again I have not got a copy, 
therefore I am at Mr. Parker's mercy about it. / proposed that he should 
leave it to some friend on his hehalf to say what was bond fide expended on 
heh-alf of the coinpanyy and what I had become liable for ; then, that we 
should divide it, he hearing one-half and I the other ^ ana I should pay him 
the balance. His reply was a determination not to accede to it — ^which I 
have not here, but which I recollect distinctly, and there the matter closed 
between Mr. Parker and me. 

Before we go further, I said there was another bank-book. Here it Is. 
It may throw some light upon this matter. This book shows my account 
from the 10th of August, 1855, down to the spring of 1856. I would just 
refer to it, if the Bench will allow me. 

Master O'Malley : Whose bank-book is that ? 

Mr. Seymour : It is Coutts's. I think there was, all the time, a good 
average balance, sometimes of £200, sometimes of £1000, to my credit. I 
had lost faith, from accounts I had heard, in the British Bank, and I would 
have nothing further to do with them. I had heard that there was some- 
thing not right ; that was the real reason ; and I transferred the account 
entirely to Coutts's, but I had been banking at Coutts's a long time pre- 
viously. I have just turned to it to show that at that time I had at my 
own bankers' enough to pay the amount, and could have paid it repeatedly. 

Master Greene : What book is that ? 

Mr. Seymour : Coutts's. It is in the hands of the Bench. I merely put 
it in now to prove that, at that time, I was in a position to do what J had 
undertaken to do. There was a balance there sometimes to a considerable 
amount, and I had a credit at that time which I had not soon after. The 
Bench ought to be told here that down to the end of December they find 
me pressing them to go on with this affair, urging them to co-operate with 
Greene, and always endeavouring to do what I considered on my part I was 
bound as a man of honour to do. / considered that in consenting to his 
going out in November I was doing honourahly. Whatever misunderstand- 
ing may have made a difference between us, I could have demanded from 
him to stay in with me for better for worse. I said, " Go out ; I wiU allow 
you to go on account of the state of your health, which you say is bad,'* 
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I thought I was acting as a man of honour in setting him firee from his 
engagement. 1856 came, and brought with it great misfortunes. I maj 
here say I had become involved on account of my connection with the 
Waller Mining Company, to the extent of nearly ^30,000. I made them 
great advances, and made a sreat loss to myself. I stusk to it down to the 
last. I understood the market was being rigged ; I came up from the 
country and denounced the riff ; the treachery of an associate embarrassed 
the directors ; / took to the skarei to save the brokers,* and I never got a 
portion of that money. 

However, I am anticipating. I think misfortunes came every moment 
upon me in 1856. My &ther-in-law, Mr. Wright, of Sunderland, was in- 
volved, and I was involved with him. I was involved with the Waller ; 
I was also involved with gentlemen who knew my brother, and for whom, 
on his account, I had become security. Pressure was put upon me, not by 
any discreditable acts of my own, not by extravagant living, but by my 
foolishly trusting in the honour of others. I was overwhelmecL I gave up 
my house in Thurloe Square, and I was placed at the mercy of the Fates. 
I did not know whether I could weather the storm or not at that time. 
During the years 1856 and 1857 there were a great many letters addressed 
by me to Mr. Parker. I was bending under misfortune, and was treating 
with him ; my spirit was almost broken. I had consented to treat it as a 
debt^ and from that hour I have always treated it as a debt. I never dis- 
puted it^ so that it became a debt of honour, and / considered that I ought 
to pay it, having consented to release him from his agreement with me, and 
circumstances having compelled me to abartdon the bringing otU of the 
Company. ^ 

Things having become so bad with me, in the beginning of 1858, acting 
upon the advice of my friends, I applied for protection under the Private 
Arrangement Act, ' and I laid before Messrs. Linklater all the circum- 
stances of my case. A schedule was drawn up, and in that schedule my 
debt to Mr. Parker of ^500 was put down, and it was put down by 
gentlemen who were accountants m the City as ^* cash advanced." It 
was left in that indefinite phraseolo^, purposely left, to give me an oppor- 
tunity of giving an explanation. I believe Mr. Parker was annoyed at 
seeing himself put down as a creditor ; but I thought I was bound to put 
there every debt which I owed, and that I could not aa a man of honour, 
with my other creditors go into Court, without putting him down too. 
Mr. Parker was my only opposing creditor ! His clerk (Mr. Wilson) 
opposed, and threw a good deal of feeling into the matter. I did not treat 
lum perhaps with such deference as he thought he ought to be treated, but 
he certainly treated me in a very rough manner at that time. He objected 
to my passing. It came before the Commissioner. There was a very short 
explanation given of the matter. Mr. Commissioner Evans said there 
was a marvellous unanimity on the part of the creditors, considering the 
large amount — it amounted to nearly ^£27,000 — ^that it was a very large 
amount, and that it showed great unanimity ; and, undoubtedly, on the part 
of my creditors there was a great deal of sympathy, for most of the debts were 
balances on account of that Waller Company ! The Commissioner made 
these remarks — that tnere was no opposition but that of Mr. Parker : " I 
cannot stop these proceedings on that account. I will not refuse to give 
Mr. Seymour protection, considering the position in which this was placed 
before me. There is, however , a clause here which enacts that any debt 
which is contracted by fraud shall not be barred.*' " Then,^' said Mr. 
Parker, " Wilson, go issue a vyrit ; " and accordingly Mr. Parker com- 
menced proceedings. That declaration before the Bench was filed then. 

* This was *' the romantic generosity*' which is referred to in the judgment of 
the Benchers. 
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With regard to that, I would wish to draw the attention of the Bench to 
the deduction. 

Master Sladb : There were three counts in it^for fraud. 

Mr. Sktmour : There were but two ; the third was for conversion. The 
words of the dedaration are not unimportant to look at : " For that in con- 
iideration that the plaintiff would deliver to the defendant his, the 
plaintiff's, cheque on a banker for £500 upon trust to deposit the said sum 
of £500, the proceeds of the said cheque, in a joint stock bank at interest, 
and to keep the same so deposited there until the same shall be required for 
a certain purpose then contemplated by the plaintiff and the defendant, and 
to return the same to the plaintiff, if and when the said purpose should be 
abandoned bt them, the oefendant pnmiised the plaintiff that he would 

SeHorm the said trust, and the plaintiff^ relying on the said promise, 
elivered to the defendant his, the plaintiff's, cheque on a banker tor £500 
on the trust aforesaid ; and the said sum of £500 vhis never required for 
the purpose aforesaid, yet the defendant made default, &c.*' Here I pause 
— '^ Until it should be required for a certain purpose then contemplated by 
the plaintiff and defendant." Who was to judge of that purpose, and when 
did the time for that purpose arrive ? Isa^ it did arrive immediately, I 
was bound to bring tne company out in three months. Then it proceeds 
'^ if and when the said purpose should be abandoued by theinP — It was 

NOT ABANDONED BT ME ; IT MAT HAVE BEEN ABANDONED BT HIM. Taking 

Captain Greene's evidence from his letter, I submit that Mr. Parker, if he 
haa gone on, would have been defeated by the evidence of Captain Greene ! 
The second count is this : *' And for a second count the plaintiff says that 
the defendant fraudulently and deceitfully pretended and represented to 
the plaintiff that it was his, (the defendant's) mtention, if the plaintiff would 
deliver to him a cheque on a banker, drawn \>j the plaintiff for £500, to 
deposit and keep at a joint stock bank the said sum of £500, the proceeds 
of the said cheque at interest, until it should be reqmred for a certain pur- 
pose then contemplated by the plaintiff and defendant, whereas in truth, 
and in fact, a>t the time of making the said pretence and representation, the 
defendant had no intention of depositing and /keeping the said money as afore- 
said. <kc" Well, at all events, the money did remain at the bank for more 
than twelve days, till the final arrangement was signed with Captain 
Greene ; and this is established by evidence which cannot lie — ^the bank 
book. With regard to the other two counts, the 3rd and 4th counts . 

Master Sladb : What is the third ? Just read it. 

Mr. Setmour : The third is for trover of the cheque. " The defendant 
converted to his own use or wrongfully deprivedtheplaintiff of the use and 
possession of the plaintiff's goods, that is to say, a cheque on a banker for 
£500, drawn hy the plaintiff" That falls with the others. Then there is 
a fourth count for money paid. When this was laid before Mr. Bennett^ 
he wrote as follows : — 

'' The only count on which, I Jthink, the plaintiff has any chance of success 
in]this action, is the 4th, and that not so mu^from At« (the defendant's) ort^i'na^ 
liability as from his subseqitent recognition of the claim. I have pleaded 
the certificate under the 7 and 8 Vic, c. 70, but according to the case of 
Blackford v. Hill 19, Law Journal, Queen's Bench, 346, it would appear 
this certificate is no bar to the auction until the final meeting, to be con- 
vened when the resolution has been fully carried into effect. The plea, 
therefore, if demurred to, would be held bad, but it might induce the 
plaintiff to come to some terms." That is the opinion which Mr. Bennett 
writes. My position was this. Mr. Parker gave me notice of trial. I 
was very anxious to have Mr. Hudson here. Mr. Hudson had sailed for 
Bombay. Upon this point there is no question. I shall be able to satisfy 
the Bench of that. My application to the Court was based upon that. I 
had had no opportunity of asking him what he could prove. He was 
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present on the 16th August, 1855, and I believed he oould give material 
evidence.* He was abr^sul, and my clerk was dead. 

Master Alexander : Why was the trial to be put off ? 

Mr. Seymour : Under the foregoing circumstances, I determined to 
apply to postpone the trial, and upon tluit occasion made an affidavit, as to 
which I need make no remark. It was drawn for the purpose of the appli- 
cation, and therefore it did not go into other details, wnich were considered 
foreign to the matter. It was drawn by Mr. Bennett. An affidavit was 
made by Mr. Brooks, to the effect that he had tiied to find Mr. Hudson, 
and that, in fact, he believed theie was no suchperson in existence. 

Master Baoshawe : He does not say that He says he had not been at 
a particular place for six mouths. 

Mr. Setmour : That suggestion has been made both then and since. 
The assertion was that he could not be found, and the argument was that 
he was not in existence ! 

Master White : Why was the application for postponement refused ? 

Mr. Setmour : It was refused, according to the statement of Mr. Bennett, 
because the Judge thought that I must have a verdict agaiust me upon the 
money count ; and he suggested, I am told, that it was really a matter 
which should be ended by my giving Mr. Parker ajudgment for the debt. 
I was not there. I am, therefore, not responsible for the accuracy of this 
account. But I believed it, and it operated greatly on my mind. I am 
going to call the attention of the Bench, in passing, to Mr. Wilson*s affidavit, 
which states that he had an interview with the defendant on the 24th of 
September, in reference to £500, which Mr. Parker had placed in the de- 
fendant's hands, which defendant stated he had placea in a joint stock 
bank at interest, " until the plaintiff required it." J^ow, I ask the Bench 
do they believe that ? Because, if they believe it, then the representation of 
Mr. Parker and Mr. WooUett %» totaUy at variance with it I 

Master Bagshawe : Ton had better read the last half of that affidavit. 

Mr.' Setmour : The 4th paragraph ? 

Master Bagshawe : No ; the 2na. 

Mr. Setmour : '^ That at that interview reference was made to a sum of 
j£500 placed in defendant's hands by the plaintiff, and defendant stated that 
he had placed it in a joint stock bank to bear interest at j£5 per cent. 

UT^JtU the plaintiff required i<,t and the defendant wevU on to tay P Now, 

I call the attention of the Court to the expression, — " wefnJt on to say that he 
had the same sum of his own money in a similar position." Mr. Wilson 
has the temerity to assert that, and I say that his assertion must be looked 
upon with great caution. The 4th paragraph is this: '^That on the 12th 
of November, in the same year, I attend^ on the defendant and informed 
him of the plaintiff's determination, at which the defendant expressed his 
regret. I also told him that the plaintiff required his £600 with the in- 
terest, and the defendant promised to obtain thd money for him from the 
bank." So that you will see Mr. Wilson dismisses it m a very summary 
manner. 



* Mr. Seymour never knew to what extent Mr. Hudson could recall the cir- 
cumstances of August 16th, 1855, till he was in the Bencher's Parliament chamber. 
It may be added here, that Mr. Seymour examined every witness without even a 
note of their evidence of any kind. Nor was the evidence of a single witness ever 
taken down beforehand, while all the witnesses against him were examined from 
something very like a brief. 

t Mr. Wilson's evidence, po«e, is totally irreconcilable with his affidavit; for 
in his evidence he ventures to say, that Mr. Seymour's £500 and Mr. Parker|s 
£500 were both to be deposited together as one sum to guarantee Beniowski. 
But in his affidavit the deposit money is only £500 which is to lie till Mr. Parker 
requires it. 
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Now, sir, Mr. WooUett makes an affidavit. This brings me to Mr. 
Woollett's connection with this matter. I was at Brighton, and I happened 
to be out one evening and met him. When I saw him he was with Mr. 
Chamock, and I crowed over the street to him. I asked him to come to 
sup with me. We had for a few minutes, and only a few minutes, as we 
walked together, some conversation, and really I cannot fix the date of Mr. 
WooUett's interview. Mr. Woollett here says substantially, in his affidavit, 
that he left with the impression that I had not then received the money, 
and he really imputes to me inferentially something like a very clumsy 
fraud, and & very motiveless one. He says, " That shortly after that 
period, learning that the defendant had obtained money of the plaintiff." 

Whom did ne hear it from ? Was it from plaintiff himself, or from hi*. 

clerk ; and did he believe them ? And further on he says, ^ he left 
Brighton with the impression that no money had been advanced'^ 

Master Bagshawe : But his impression was that it was deposited in the 
bank? 

Mr. Setmofr : You will pardon me. His impression is just the reverse ! 
He says that '* having heara that the defendant had obtained money of the 

C' Qtiff, I went to the defendant's residence at Brighton, and inquired of 
how he had induced the plaintiff to advance money to him, and why 
he had not informed me of it. In answer to my questions, he told me that 
the plaintiff wa^ to place in his (the defendant's) hands £500, and that he 
(the defendant) was also to draw a cheque for ^00, and that the ^1000 was 
to be placed upon deposit at a banker's, to bear interest until an arrangement 
was eSSected* for the purchase of a patent for printing, and that the money 
was not to be touchea until the arrangement was carried out." 

Master Baoshawe : The 4th paragraph has reference to the last. 

Master Greenwood : And he left with the impression of what '/ 

Master Baoshawe : Just read that again, if you please. 

Mr. Seymour : ^ He also stated at the same tmie that he had -three 
banking accounts" — (this is an inaccuracy on the part of Mr. Woollett, 
I told him, in a conversation long afterwards, tnat I had a private 
account at Coutts', and a joint account as a director of the Waller 
Company at the Commercial Bank, and I made the remark that I opened 
a third account at the Boyal British Bank. He is inaccurate as to the 
time when this took place) — it goes on, " and had the command of very 
large funds at Messrs. Coutts', and led me to imderstand that he was a 
man of wealth." This is odd language ! He was a brother barrister. He 
ought to have known my position. His wife and he were on most friendly 
terms with me and my wife ; and this seems to me a strange way of expres- 
sing himself! "And I left Brighton with the impression that no money 
had been advanced by the plaintiff to the defendant." 

Msster Greenwood : That is consistent with the 3rd paragraph, in 
which he spe aks of it as going to be.t 

Master White : I caugnt that in the 3rd paragraph. 

Mr. Seymour : I really cannot fix the date of this interview. It is per- 
fectly impossible that if, at that time, the money had been received by me, 

• Taking this to be literally true, it follows that as the " arrangement ** with 
Captain Greene wa^ " effected " on August 24th, and the money did lie at the 
Bank (and at interest too), till the 28th, Mr. Seymour had complied with Mr.- 
WooUett's yersion of the understanding. 

t Yes, but it is inconsistent with his statement that he " heard it had been,** 
He could only have heard this fi:om Mr. Parker. Did he then, after seeing Mr. 
Seymour, disbelieve his informant] In trying to fasten on Mr. Seymour a stupid 
piece of deception, he has impaled himself in the horns of a dilemma ! The fact 
is, the money was not then advanced. The fact also is, Mr. Woollett never lizard 
it had been / « 
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I oonld deny it to Woollett, when I knew him to be most intimate with 
Porker. Woollett has given evidence on this point in another place, which 
shows that he is still in great doubt as to what was said by me. It is 
only an impression of his, whatever the facts may be ! He says : " A few 
weeks afterwards, having been credibly informed of the embarrassed dr- 
comstances of the defendant.'* That I deny/ I say I was not in embar- 
rassed circumstances till some months after that time. " And that, pre- 
vious to my interview with him at Brighton, as before mentioned, he had 
received* from the plaintiff j^OO so to be deposited, and that he had appro- 
priated that sum to his own use, instead of depositing the same at a bank, 
as he led me to believe he would do. I had a long correspondence t with the 
defendant on the subject, and have had repeated interviews with him from 
the year 1855 to the present time ; in many of which interviews he has 
urged me to endeavour to effect a settlement of the matter, for the sake of 
his wife and children." Now, I do not at all denv — ^there is no doubt 
about it — that I have often expressed great anxietv that this matter shoidd 
be settled. I always felt that, having several children to support, this ac- 
tion and this charge, — I mean the mere making in public of such a charge, 
was taking bread from their mouths. If that be a weakness, I do not 
blush for it ! I probably admitted a good deal more than I ought, for the 
sake of gettinff peace, and not risking the happiness and very existence of 
others ! Well, sir, the affidavit of Mr. Ptoker wajs to this effect : — ^That 
he ^HraveUed with the defendant from Brighton to London on the 16th of 
Au^st, 1855, and on our arrival at the London Bridge station, he accom- 
panied me into a stationer's shop in Gracechurch Street, where I drew a 
cheque in his presence for j^OO, and handed it to him in the shop ; and 
that no person X was in the sliop at the time but the defendant and myself, 
except tne person who was attending to the business. That no person of 
the name of Hudson was introduced or mentioned to me by the defendant " 
(I do not say in my affidavit that he was) '' on that occasion, nor did I see 
the defendant speak to any one whilst he was in my company. That the 
cheque was drawn by me, payable to ' self,' and I entrusted it to the de- 
fenoant on his promise that he would place it in a joint stock bank, bearing 
interest at £b per cent, and the money woe in no way to be appropriated to 
his own use, or to be under his control." f This is an inferential way of 
expressing it. Now, no doubt, at some time, it was to be under my control. 
I was to spend it for a particular company. If I undertook to spend for 
him j£500, and was ready to hand him over one half of my shares, I con- 
sidered I was carrying out faithfully that which I had undertaken. " That 
not being satisfied with a printing scheme he had introduced to'me, I de- 
clined to have anything to do wiui it^ and applied to defendant to ^ve me 
back the ;£500 and interest, or to hand over the deposit note to enaole me 
to obtain it, but I have not succeeded in obtaining either. That the de- 
fendant has repeatedly offered to give me a judgment for the £500, which 



♦ It is clear that Mr. Woollett means that Mr. Seymour pretended to him, 
whom he knew to be Mr. Parker's friend, that he had not got the money, though 
he had got it, and yet that |he admitted he was going to get it, which would be 
destructive of the object of the pretence ! 

But farther, by whom was Mr. Woollett ** credibly informed " that, at the time 
of the Brighton visit the money had been received I By no one at all. Mr. 
Woollett's visit was some days hef(yre Mr. Parkeij first tendered his cheque. See 
Mrs. Seymour's dear evidence justified by entries and inquiry at the Brunswick 
Baths 

t But this dwindled into two letters at last t 

t Mr. Seymour never said Mr. Hudson was " in the shop." 

§ There is nothing here about ** good faith towards Beniowskt, of which so 
much is said by Mr. Parker in bis evidence ! There is nothing here about a 
"joint account," or a deposit of 9. second £600 by Mr. Seymour 1 
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1 have refiised ; and in his petition^ lately presented to the Court of Bank- 
ruptcy, he inserted me as a creditor for £500, for cash advanced in 1855. 
That I have not the sliffhteat knowledge of either the defendant's clerk, 
Lowth, or of the said Mr. Hudson. And I heliere that the application to 
postpone the trial is made for the purpose of causing delay." 

Now, sir, with regard to this affidavit of Mr. Parker, I am not going 
into a minute analysis of it. The observation which will occur to any 
gentleman used to matters of this kind is — 1st He does not in that affidar- 
▼it contradict many important allegations in my affidavit. 2nd. His expla- 
nation of the original transaction is of the most loose and general kind. 

Now, sir, with regard to this matter, I was informed that the view 
which was taken by my counsel * was this. He came to the conclusion 
that if I went into Court I must have a verdict against me on the fourth 
count. I have already told the Bench how ill prepared I was to face an ac- 
tion of this sort, from the absence of witnesses, and even of documentary 
evidence, now before the Bench. I have also observed that a charge 
against any one is a mischief. Whatever the facts may be, illnatured 
people will say that there is a foundation for the charce. There was also the 
question of expense. It was hard to iight against the cnarge as I ought to do. 
My solicitors made effi)rts to come to a settlement of the matter. In June 
a settlement was effected. What was their view and Mr. Bennett's of the 
settlement I did ultimately agree to, will appear by their letters to me. 

The first is fr^m Mr. Bennett. He says : " March 6th, 1861, — ^My dear 
Seymour, I was very sorry to hear by your letter of vesterday that the old 
action of Parker against yourself, after being settled for nearly three years, 
had been recently raked up by some one for the purpose of doing you an 
injury, and that your settlement of it had been greatly misrepresented. 
As your counsel in that case, I remember my opinion was, and still is, that 
you had a good defence to the action on the merits, but I was induced to 
advise a settlement in consequence of what took place before Mr. Justice 
Wightman, at chambers, on an application to postpone the trial. At first 
the learned Judge was disposed to accede to the application, but hearing 
that you had inserted Parker, the plaintiff, as a creditor in your schedule in 
the Bankruptcy Court, he said he thought, after that, vou were stopped 
from defending the action, and advU^ it to he settUa, I afterwards 

ASSENTED TO that SETTLEMENT, AND to the WITHDRAWAL OF TOITR PLEAS, but 
ON THE DISTINCT UNDERSTANDING THAT ALL IMPUTATIONS OF FRAUD SHOULD 
BE WITHDRAWN, AND THAT JUDGMENT SHOULD BE TAKEN ONLY ON THE MONEY 

oouNTs.t I was under the impression that this had been done, and I con- 
sider it a BREACH OF FAITH on the part of the plaintiff and his advisers if 

* Mr. Seymour, at this crisiB, had the advantage of receiving the advice of Mr. 
Serjeant Shee in consultation with Mr Bennett. The learned Serjeant strongly 
dwelt on the inexpediency and mischief of exposing Mr. Seymour*8 pecuniary 
difficulties to the world, obserying that he himself had no idea of their existence, 
and, while he expressed himself satisfied that Mr. Seymour must have a verdict on 
the special counts of the declaration, he joined with Mr. Bennett in recommend- 
ing a settlement if that could be effected by consenting to a judgment an the inde- 
titcUiu count only. 

t A learned counsel on the Northern Circuit, more fiuned for his critical acumen 
as a lawyer, than his breadth or generosity of views as a man, has urged that a 
judgment on the indebitatus counts would be of no use to Mr. Parker unless on the 
supposition of the judgment debt continuing tainted with fraud, because Mr. 
Seymour might plead his certificate in bar of any process under it ; but the answer 
to this hypercriticism ia, that when Mr. Seymour consented to give Mr. Parker the 
security of a judgment, provided all imputation was withdrawn, it was of course 
implied as a necessary element in the arrangement that Mr. Seymour should do 
nothing to invalidate the security. Mr. Seymour, too, at that time contemplated 
(and but for all this persecution he would have accomplished) the removal of his 
schedule from the file, by a settlement with all his creditors. 
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they have entered up judgment agamst you on the whde declaration ; but 
it was no part of my duty as counsel to see the form in which it was done. 
Indeed, from what fell from the plaintiffs counsel, I scarceltf thought they 
would have entered up judgment at cUl, but quietly allowed the action to 
drop, trusting to your honour to pay Mr. Parker when you had the oppor- 
tunity. I slmll oe glad to send you any further explanation (if requir^). — 
I am, my dear Seymour, yours very tiiithfully, Thos. Kandall Bbn- 

KETT."* 

Master Bodwell : Who was Mr. Parker*s counsel ? 

Mr. Setkour : Mr. Woollett and Mr. Worsley. 

Hiaster Sladb : Was there not a correspondence between Messrs. Link- 
later and Mr. Parker as to withdrawing the pleas ? 

Mr. Seymour : There was ; and Mr. Parker refused to accept the terms 
offered, but this wsa prior to the agreement with Mr. Woollett in June. 

Master Slade : Mr. Bennett says it was ** a breach of faith,"t and there 
is nothing to show that those counts should be withdrawn. 

Master Greenwood : 1 observe there is a letter which Linklater wrote, 
complaining that his terms of the 4th of May had not been accepted. We 
have never had that letter opened or hinted at. 

Mr. Seymour \ I have not got it. 

Master Slade : Linklaters have that letter in their letter-book. 

Mr. Seymour : They were terms offered by me — the best I could offer at 
that time ; and there is no doubt that Mr. Parker rejected them. 

Master Alexander : Did those terms seem to Mr. Parker unfair ? 

Mr. Seymour : As far as appears, that was not the ground for his refusal. 
The correspondence, as far as Parker goes, shows him, up to the time 
of the close of the action, objecting to any terms but judgment upon the 
whole declaration. The settlement referred to in these letters is of a sub- 
sequent date to that correspondence. 

There is a letter of the 7th of March, 1861, from Messrs. Linklater to me. 
"Dear Sir, — On reference to our memoranda of the proposed terms of settle- 
ment, yourself ats. Parker, we find that one of the terms insisted on by us 
was, that the three first counte should be struck out of the declaration, and 
judgment signed on fourth count only. It was afterwards suggested^ that 
the pleas should be withdrawn ; but, AS WE UNDERSTOOD, ON THE 
DISTINCT AREANGEMENT THAT THE THREE FIRST COUNTS 
WERE PRACTICALLY ABANDONED ; AND THAT, IP JUDG- 
MENT WAS SIGNED AT ALL, IT SHOULD ONLY BE ON THE 
FOURTH COUNT. WE SHOULD NOT HAVE SANCTIONED A 
WITHDRAWAL BUT FOR THIS UNDERSTANDING, as counsel 
had advised that the only count on which he thought the plaintiff had any 
chance of success was the fourth count, and that not so much from your 
original liability as from your subsequent recognition of the claim — ^viz., 
by the insertion thereof under the private arrangement proceedings.*' 

Master O'Malley : That is a letter from Linklater to you ; when was 
that? 

Mr. Seymour : That is dated the 7th of March, 1861. My reading that 

• Mr. T. R. Bennett, M.A., of the Oxford Circuit, is a man of the highest 
honor and character. Ambition has not itimulated him to seek the dangerous 
elevation which has brought so much trouble upon Mr. Seymour, but he has 
pursued the eyen tenor of his way into a solid and increasing practice. If, as the 
benchers say, Mr. Seymour*s settlement of Parker*s action was inconsistent with 
" an honorable mind," must they not, as a logical consequence, extend that to 
all who counselled him to do so 1 

t " A breach of faith " if judgment entered on the whole declaration. But it 
has been entered only on the money counts. 



J By Mr. Woollett. 
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letter is a coixTenient way of telling yon what the impreflsion on Messrs- 
Linklater*B mind waa 

Master CMallbt : I nnderstood that it was of an earlier date. I 
thought it was his account to you immediately after the proceedings in 
Judges' chambers. You acted veiy improvidently.* 

Mr, Setmoub : Mrs. Seymour had an interview with Mr. Woollett. 

Master Slade : We have nothing to do with that 

Mr. Sktmour : He expressed his desire to see her. This action was going 
to trial. She was anxious on my behalf in this matter, and she was very 
anxious that the matter should be settled ; and I would a great deal rather 
that the Bench should hear from herself what took place at that interview. 
The result was that Mr. Woollett assured her that if I would consent to 
withdraw my pleas, Mr. Parker would not sign judgment at all, or that if he 
did, he would sign judgment only upon the common counts, and that the 
charge of fraud would be given up. 

Now, since I came into the room, my derk has put into my hands a letter 
from Mrs. Seymour's fieither. 

Master Treasurer : Mr. Wright? 

Mr.. Setmoub : Mr. Wright. He and I, unhappily, have not been on 
speaking terms for some time, and we are not now. Mrs. Seymour wrote 
to her father on Saturday last from Brighton, appealing to him to say what 
his recollection was about Parker's case. I was aware of the fact, that when 
this action was pending, Mrs. Seymour had thought fit to consult her father 
as to what I should do ; and I requested her to write to him, asking him to 
state whether he had seen Mr. Woollett on that occasion, and what had 
taken place. This is Mr. Wright's reply, which, as it has only just been put 
into my hands, I have not yet read : '' Sunderland, 91^ June, 1861. My 
dearest Emily, — I have received your letter. I well recollect the circum- 
stance you mention. On the occasion referred to, I accidentally met Mr. 
Woollett in Middle Temple Lane ; and on his invitation went with him into 
his chambers, where he told me of the transaction between Seymour and Mr. 
Parker, which was the .first I had heard of it. He stated he had taken a 
great deal of trouble to get the action arranged, but that Mr. Parker having 
insisted on a jud^ent as security for the arrangement being carried out^ 
Seymour had objected to withdraw the pleas, lest his doing so might be 
construed into an admission of the diarges in the declaration, which it was 
"VERY UNWISE IN HIM TO DO; AS IT WAS CLEARLY 
UNDERSTOOD THE WITHDRAWAL OF THE PLEAS WAS TO 
BE WITHOUT HIS BEING SUBJECT TO ANY IMPUTATION 
WHATEVER" You called on me at my hotel, either the next day or the 
day after, and asked me to look at the copy of the pleadings, and of an 
affidavit you had with you. Without looking into the papers, I advised 

TOU BT ALL MEANS TO PERSUADE SeTMOUR TO WITHDRAW THE PLEAS, 
TELLING YOU THAT FROM WHAT Mr. WoOLLBTT SAID, THERE COULD BE 
NO DANGER WHATEVER OF SeTMOUR LAYING HIMSELF OPEN ' TO ANY 

IMPUTATION IN THE MATTER. I cannot believc it possible that Mr. 
Woollett (who always appeared to me to have the kindest feelings 
to you) can now set up the withdrawal of these pleas as an accusation 
against Seymour ; and you surely must, in supposing so, be labouring under 
some misinformation. — With my love to you and the children, I am, my 



* Bather a harsh "dictum'* bo early in the inquiry. But "acting impro- 
yidently** is after all very far short of confessing a fraud ! Mr. Seymour acted on 
what he was told by Mr. Bennett was the suggestion of Mr. Justice Wightman, 
and according to the advice of Mr. Serjeant Shee, Mr. Bennett, Mr. Wright, Ac. 
Surely this should not be forgotten in forming an estimate now of his conduct and 
motives then ! 
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dearest Emily, ever your affectionate &ther, Joseph John Wright." * 
This is the first time I have read that letter myself; but I hope that the 
gentlemen here will think that if Mr. Wright comes forward and states that 
as having occurred, the Court ought not to doubt it. This letter accounts 
for Mrs. Seymour's urgency in req uestinc^ me to withdraw the pleas. 

. I have a copy of another letter here ; I think I ought to read it. It may 
throw some light upon the matter. Mr. Parker has the orkpbial: — 
" 2, Doctor Johnson's Buildings, Temple, KC, March 7th, 1861. My dear 
Sir, — ^I feel much disappointed at not seeing you." Understand, I have 
always intended to pay Mr. Parker. I considered Mr. Parker a friendly 
creditor, and never dreamt of his action being made a handle against me. 
I thought if I occasionally paid him some money, aa he was a rich man, he 
would have been satisfied. I have been making an effort to take my peti- 
tion off the. file, and I postponed paying him as I understood I might. If 
I had paid him, you never woula have heard a word of this 1 This is the 
letter. ^* My dear Sir, — I feel much disappointed at not seeing you ; still 
more so, because not many hours after writiug to you I was informed, from 
a credible source, that some plot is hatching to revive your action against 
me, as a means of damaging my prospects. I know you are no party to 
this, and as you were among uie first to congratulate me on my return for 
Southampton,* I feel sure you would be the last to lend yourself to any 
attempt to prejudice me now." [Mr. Seymour then mentions some terms 
of settlement, and continues.] ^* Having now explained my intentions on 
business matters, I want you to write me a kind letter, expressing your in- 
dignation at any attempt to rake up the past to damage me — saying, as 
Tou CAN IN TRUTH SAT " (and I have dashed under this)—" that there was 
nothing in the settlement to compromise my honour, and that, looking at all 
the facts and on my conduct since, you believe I acted under a misappre- 
hension as to the exact nature of my relations to you in the matter of the 
patente and the £500, Tou can add your having no complaint to make, 
&c. &c. I can only say, I shall feel ever grateful for such a letter just now, 
and I cannot help believing that I shall not be disappointed." 

Master White : — What is the date of that ? 

Mr. Seymour: 7th March, 1861. The answer is: — "Great Baddow 
House, 10th March, 1861. — My dear Sir, I am not well enough to leave 
home, but Mr. Bees, of Messrs. Wilde & Co.'s house, of College Hill, will 
wait upibn you if you will give him an appointment, and anything he 
arranges with you for me I will adopt. Yours very truly, James 
Parker." 

Now, I do not wish to say more to the Court than this :— Here is a letter 
written by Mr. Parker to me, in answer to an appeal from me whether I 
had not acted an honourable part — appealing to him to testify that my 
honour was not compromised. He answers me by saying that Mr. Bees 
will call upon me, and " anything Mr. Bees arranges he wiU adopt." There 
is not a syllable of surprise or Assent from what is stated in my letter ; 
And now I will tell you why I did not meet him. If I had, you would not 
have been trying me this day. I went dowu to York, and requested Mrs. 
Seymour, who is at Brighton, to see Mr. Bees. She was not able to see 
him. I went, as I said, down to York, and then a Committee of Inquiry 



• The following is the letter: — 

Baddow House, May 6, 1859. 

My dear Sir, — I congratulate you heartily on your return for Southampton. 
Tours very faithfully, Jaxes Pabk£B. 

Ib this the style of a respectable solicitor aud an honourable man writing to a 
person who had pl^tded guilty to d^rauding him! 
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was appointed on the drcuit. After that step I thought I ought not to 
see Mr. Bees, and I took no farther step to see him. 

And now I am not aware that I have anything farther to say to this 
Bench than this. When the matter was before the Committee of the 
Northern Circuit, they suggested, at a certain stage of the case, that Mr. 
Parker had better go to trial. I said, " I will go to trial with him f and 
after I accepted that, and after Mr. Parker accepted it, he wrote a letter to 
the Committee imposing two new conditions — one was that he should have 
the benefit, and be able to make use of everything that occurred suice the 
withdrawal of the pleas, whereas the agreement before the Committee was 
that I was to be placed in the same position as when I withdrew my pleas.* 
He also insisted on haying an affidavit from me, to his satisfaction, as to 
the circumstances and belief under which I had acted in ' witndrawi^g my 
pleas. Well, I determined upon this, to lay the matter before Mr. Lush. 
I laid before Mr. Lush, as far as I believed I was able, all the memoranda 
and papers in my chambers, or in my possession, and Mr. Lush having 
considered them, gave me his opinion. There is, first, one point I w&h to 
draw the attentioti of the Court to, the representation made b^ Mr. Woollett 
to Mr. Wright — ^that on the withdrawsd of the pleas, if judgment was 
signed at au, it would be signed only on the money count. 

Master Treasurer : Wluit is the date of the judgment ? 

Mr. Seymotjr : The judgment is not signed till three months after the 
pleas were withdrawn. 

Master Greene : When were the pleas withdrawn ? 

Mr. Setmour : On the 8th of June, and judgment is not signed till the 
13th of September, more than three months afterwardaf 

Master O'Mallet : There is one important thing : the judgment roll 
cannot be made up without entering a nol, pros, to the special counts. 

Mr. Seymour : This is Mr. Lush's opinion : ^* Temple, May 24^ 1861. 
Dear Sir, — In reply to yours of this morning, I beg to say — Ist. That 
having heard only oae side I do not feel myself in a position to give an 
opinion on the merits, but my impression, derived from the letters, &c., 
shown me, is that yours is the correct account. 2nd. I am of opinion th&t 
the judgment, as indicated by the judgment paper, which is at present 
the only record of the judgment, is on the indebitatus counts only. 
3rd. If the present judgment were satisfied I think that the roll could 
not be made up without entering a nolle prosequi on the special counts. 
UNDER PRESENT CIRCUMSTANCES I DO NOT ADVISE YOU 
TO SEEK TO SET ASIDE THE JUDGMENT, OR TO TAKE ANY 
STEPS TO BRING ABOUT A TRIAL. This, as you are aware, is 
merely a repetition of what 1 suggested at our first consultation. Excuse 
great haste. Yours truly, Robert Lush." This is the deliberate opinion 
of an eminent authority ; and Mr. Kemplay says, on the Committee of the 
Northern Circuit, 13th April, 1861 : — "I confess I think you could not 
complete the roll upon those proceedings without entering a nolle prosequi 
on the special counts." 

Now, probably, there the question stands. I was given to understand 
that if I withdrew those pleas judgment would not be signed. I withdrew 
those pleas on the faith of the understanding, that if judgment was signed, 

* It must be obvious that if the cause was to go to trial (and Mr. Seymour 
cheerfully accepted the proposition to that effect) upon restoring the pleas, the 
only &ir course would be that both parties should be remitted to their position 
previous to the withdrawal of the pleas. Letters written and acts done since, on 
the faith of a friendly and honourable compromise, could not with any justice be 
admissable for or against either party. 

f This in itself is some evidence of an arrangements 
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it wonld only be signed upon the common coonts. I belieyed that judg- 
ment had not been signed,* and I believed that judgment never would be 
signed at alL My wife, Mr. Wright, Mr. Bennet^ Mr. Linklater, Mr. 
Simkins, all thought that no judgment would be signed ; but it was signed 
three months after the transaction. I do not know, with regard to Mr. 
Parker, whether it was signed by him, but he gave an express consent that 
Mr. Wilson should act for him, and, therefore, those who represented Mr. 
Parker in that matter, only did his act I appeal to the Bench to consider 
whether this is not abundant proof that there is some foundation for the 
impression that was upon my mind. I will jost state to the Bench, if they 
will allow me, one other isuct, I was readv to agree to any terms connected 
with the pa3rment of this debt t^t would not compromise my honour. I 
always considered from the time I released him from his contract with me 
that I owed Mr. Parker this money ; I always meant to pay him ; I never 
objected to pay him for a moment. Mr. Woollett happened to be mv junior 
in a case in which I was concerned the other di^,— I think it was the week 
before last, — and he introduced this subject of Mr. Parker to me again. 
" Why," he said, ** do you not pay Mr. Parker this money T I told him 
there were two reasons which were very strong ; the first was, that it 
might be construed into an admission against myself or my honour ; and 
the other was, that I was not in a position at the moment to pay him. He 
said to me, — ^I cannot recollect the precise words, but they were in sub- 
stance these, — ^* All I can say is, that if you pay the money, Parker will do 
all in his power to put this matter right, ana I shall do the same,*' and he 
told me that Serjeant Shee, and several others, said that the matter ought to 
end in that way ; that I ought to pay the money, and that that is the fair 
way to end it. Upon that 1 procured the ^£500, and put it in the hands of 
a riffht reverend gentleman for whom I have the greatest respect. I do not 
wisn to introduce his name, and it shall not be introduced, unless, indeed, 
the Bench insists upon it. Bat I was astonished to find that after I had 
done this, Mr. Woollett gave evidence before the Committee, the very next 
day, I think, in a spirit and in a temper which I may say has never been 
equalled ! This shows a very incanstatU tnind^ if I may not use a harsher 
term / 

WeU, now, I have stated to the Bench all this transaction firom beginning 
to end. There is that money lying in my friend's hands. 1 have always 
admitted that when I consented to release Mr Parker from his compact with 
me, the <£500 ought to be refunded, especially as I gave up the attempt to 
bring out the company. I have never denied it. I appeal, then, to this Bench 
whether, after the lapse of all this time — it is now six years since the trans- 
action took place — ^it is not a case of terrible hardship that they should now 
be called upon to find me guilty of a wilful fraud and gross breach of trust 
towards Mr. Parker, with reference to a sum of money which he handed 
over to me under the circumstances I have detailed ? He may have mis- 
taken me ; I may have mistaken him in the nature of the transaction ; but 
surely there is an enormous gulf between that which is the result of a 
misunderstanding, and that wJiich is a deliberate fraud I I can only say 
that if I can get my witnesses I will do it. I do not know, as to details, 
how fieir they can bear me out in what I have stated, and I also do not know 
when they can attend. I will leave the matter in the hands of the Bench. 
I am very anxious that the inquiry should be brought to a speedv close, 
and I thank the Bench for the patience wit^ which they have listened to my 
statement. In conclusion, I can only say, in the formula whidi is used 
before a higher, but not, I hope, a more just tribunal, Nor Otjii/tt, upoh 

ICY HONOUB ! 

* Mr. Seymour was not aware that judgment had been signed till c^fter the 
appointment of the Northern Circuit Committee ! 
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[Third Meeting, p. 1.]* 

Mr. Sm oim : QentLemen, I hare only jnst this moment left the Com- 
mittee of the Northern Circuit, where I have been speaking ever since four 
o'clock. My nerves are quite unequal to doing anything on my own 
account to-night. I have been speaking there from half-past four. It is 
half-past seven now. It fidls with great severity on me to go on again 
before you immediately. I do not, of course, say it is not strictly right, or 
strictly lawful, to call upon me ; but it falls with great severity on me. 

{^Mr^ Seymour is thm cross-examined, with some sharpness, as to when he 
knew of the sitting of the Committee. Finally, heyidded to the witnesses being 
called, thouah it was then abotU eight o'dock. The Benchers had been rC" 
freshed tnth their banquet. He had not got his dinner. B.R. 3 M,, pp. 2, 3, 4.] 

EVIDENCE IN SUPPORT OF CHARGE. 

JAMES PARKER, Esq., called in and Examined. 

(3rd Meeting, p. 4.) 

By Master Bagshaws : Do you reside at Chelmsford 7 

Tes, sir. 

You made your acquaintance before August, 1855, with Mr. Seymour ? 

Yes. 

Would you look at that cheque ? Is that your handwriting (handing a 
cheque to the vntneu) ? 

Yes. 

Did you draw that cheque at the date of it ? Would you look at it ? 

Yes. 

Did vou hand that cheque to anybody ? 

To Mr. Seymour. 

At what place was tl^ cheque drawn ? 

It was diawn, sir . Which cheque is it ? 

Look at it. {The cheque was handed to the witness^ 

I think that was drawn, sir, in London — ^in Bishopsgate Street or Grace- 
church Street, I think. 

Gracechiurch Street ? 

At a stationer's shop there. 

Who was present when it was drawn ? 

Mr. Digby Seymour. 

Was any person else present ? 

The stationer himself. 

Was any person of the name of Hudson present ?t 

No. 

For what consideration did you draw that cheque— under what circum- 
stances, and for what consideration ? 

It was to be paid as a deposit into a bank, and 1 was to receive five per 
cent, interest for it wiiU Icotdd make up my mind about a scheme that Mr. 
Digby Seymour had mentioned to me. 

About what ? 



• The following members of the Bench were present on this night — a night on 
which the whole issae in " Parker's case " turned as fkr as the evidence in its sup- 
port went. Masters Anderson (Treasurer), O'Malley, Rennalls, White, Rod- 
well, Chambei^ Greenwood, Sir F. W. Slade, Bart. Bagshawe, Greene, Hawkins. 
Hr. Seymour in his *' Protest " asks the Benchers to ..say how many of these 
gentleman took part, and if so, what part in framing or passing that portion of the 
"judgment" which reflects on Mr. Seymour with reference to Parker's case. 

t This question is put to contradict a statement in Mr. Seymour's affidavit Mr. 
Seymour did not state in his affidavit that Mr. Hudson's name was mentioned, 
nor that he introduced him to Mr. Parker. 
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« 

About Major Beniowski's patent. 

It was to remain in a banl^ you say ? 

Tea 

And yon were to reoeive interest at 5 per cent. nntQ you could make up 
your mind to enter into a scheme called ^niowski's printing patent ?* 

Exactly so, sir. 

Had Mr. Seymour any connection with Beniowski's patent f 

I believe he had ; he seemed interested about it^ and talked to me a great 
deal about it. 

Now then, just state what narratiye you have to give with reference to 
this transaction. 

Well, sir, it is very simple and very short ; it is an the recordt [/]. 

To what records do you refer ? 

/ refer to the whole of Me pleadings [/]. 

You had better tell the story. 

Master Tebasvreb : Tes ; you had better tell the story. 

By Master Baoshaws : Tou are the plaintiff in tiie action that was 
brought 1 

I was. I am not here (excuse me for saying so) as beinff a party to the 
inquiry with any vindictive feeling towards Mr. Seymour,t but in accord- 
ance with the "mah of the Benchers^ and to satisfy any inquiiy they may 
wish to make. 

Tell us the substance of the stoiy. 

I will tell you the substance. I have got one of my men beret ^^o tnows 
more about it.\ I met Mr. Digby Seymour on the introduction of Mr. Wool- 
lett. He was the chairman of the Irrotestant Association.ll And we went 
to his chambers, and I was introduced to him by Mr. Woollett, who wanted 
to sell the office ; and we went there, I being the vice-chairman of the 
Law Union ; and we had some negotiations as to the purchase. That 
was my first introduction to Mr. Digby Seymour ; and idterwards we met, 
andl met him at Brighton, aiui called upon him at Brighton, ofui we came 
up in the train together, and talked about this scheme. I knew he was a 
member of the bar, ana a gentieman. And he asked me whetiier I should 
like to join this patent matter, and he talked immensely about it ; and I 
went into this stationer's shop, ar^d drew him the cheque, and gave him the 
£500 to be put into the bank. Itwas to bear interest at five per cent., and 
/ was to look and inquire into the matter ; and he sent me a Blue Book^H 
and I looked into it It was before a parliamentary committee; and 
when I looked into the scheme, I did not like it. I did not think it was a 
scheme I could at all ally myself with ; and I have got a copy of a letter ** 
here that I wrote to him on the subject (which, with the permission of the 
Benchers, I will read), on the 10th of December, 1856 : ^ the printing 
scheme " — ^Major Beniowski's scheme. I went and saw Major Beniowski, 
and looked through the Blue Book, and I saw at the time that, looking at 
the whole scheme, there was no profit to be made bv it. I said, ''the print- 
ing scheme will not do for me, and I should be glad to receive the money 

* This is unfair: "scheme** and ''patent" are not necessarily the same. 
** Scheme" might mean a company to work a patent which inyolyed the yeiy point 
in dispute. 

t Mr. Parker repeats this so often, that at last even Mr. Bagshawe did notbelieye 
him. 

X The man Wilson. 

§ Though he neyer saw Mr. Seymour till two months Ama the cheque was 
paid! 

ii This is a mistake. 

^ He never did. 

** Mr. Parker jumps from August to December, passing over all intermediate 
correspondence, £c. ! 
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whicli I deposited with the Bank and the interest upon it, and perhaps 
you would oe good enough to send me the deposit note." 

Bid you place, or intend to place, the money under the control of Mr. 
Seymour?* 

No, sir, certainly not^ for it was to be placed in the bank as a guarantee 
to Major Beniowskijf that I meant, if the scheme was a good one, I would 
undertake to be a partner in it. 

B^ Master Treasitrbr : To that extent ? 

Yes ; or to any extent — ^not to that extent only ; I would join the matter 
and be one of the contributors to the scheme. When I looked over the 
scheme and read the Blue Book, I did not approve of it.]I 

Was there any answer to that letter ? 

I do not know that there was ; but I have got a clerk here. I am a 
solicitor. I have got a clerk who can ^ve you the information. 

By Master Bagshawe : But first I want the information from vou. On 
the occasion of the communication, was there anything passed about your 
being solicitor ? 

There was somethinff said about it. 

When sir ; when the cheque was given ? 

No, sir ; no, sir ; there was something written by Mr. Greene. 

Was that after the cheque was given ? 

X es. 

Then, at the time there was nothing said about your being solicitor to the 
Company ? 

Certainly not, sir ;§ and I would not have undertaken to be. 

Now what was the specific agreement as to how the money was to be 
placed in the bank ? 

The money was to be placed in a bank in the City. 

By Master Gbeenb r^In whose names F\\ 

I suppose in my name and his. (!) Mr. Digby Seymour was to place a 
^00 and I another j£500 : there was to be £1,000 as a guarantee to Major 
Beniowski that something was to be done ; j£500 by me, and Mr. Digby 
Seymour was to put another £600. I gave him a cheque, as a gentleman 
would treat a.^entleman. 

Did you authorise Mr. Digby Seymour to spend the money ? (!) 

No, sir. 

Do you understand my question, Mr. Parker ? 
. Yes, sir, I do ; I thoroughly xmderstand you. 

By Master O'Mallbt : Was it understood Q) that the money was to be 
placed in the bank in the name of Mr. Seymour, or in the joint names of 
yourself and Mr. Seymour ? 

Master Baqshawe : I think Mr. Parker has already said that it was not 
to be under the control of Mr. Seymour. IT 



* A leading question utterly unjustifiable under the circumstances. 

f Major Beniowski required no guarantee. In &ct, the Mtgor had no personal 
connection with the transaction at all. The agreement was with Captain Qreene, 
and he never suggested a deposit as a guarantee, being "satisfied* with Mr. Sey- 
mour^s undertaking." 

t So that Mr. Seymour was to put £500 to lie as a deposit with a similar £500 
of Mr. Parker's, until the latter gentleman might please to make up his mind as 
to whether 7te would approve of the scheme ! 

§ First there is •* something said,'* then "something written," and then " nothing 
said,*^ at the time ! 

11 Master Greene knew that Mr. Seymour disputed the assertion that it was to 
be a joint account, and yet he asks " in whose names!" and that of such a witness I 

% A Bencher answers instead of the witness ! 
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Master Treasurer : Tell ub what paased. 

By Master Bagshawb : Simply tell us what passed. 

By Master Treasurer : Just tell as what passed. Who proposed it ? 

Mr. Bigby Seymour proposed that I should place my £500, and he would 
place his ;£500, to be deposited there in order tnat it should be a guarantee 
for the purchase of Major Beniowski's scheme. 

In whose' name was it to be placed ? 

In my name, and Mr. Digby Seymour's, I infer. 

By Master Bagshawb ; lou only infer f 

Thai paaeed in my mind. 

By Master Treasurer : Do not tell us what passed in your mind ; tell 
us what passed between you and Mr. Seymour ? 

We NEysR SAID ANYTHING ABOUT NAMES.* I thought the mouey was 
secure. It was to be placed in the bank. 

B^ Master Greene : Placed in the bank ? 

Yes ; no names m>entioned. 

"By Master Bagshawb : You demanded your money ? 
• Yes, sir ; I wrote a letter. 

And in that letter you said it was to be a deposit."^ Will you read it? 

I wilL " I hasten to answer your letter ." It was written from my 

priyate house. " I hasten to answer your letter received to-day. You 
know that my ^00 was deposited, and that you told me the bank would 
pay to me fiye per cent, interest upon it. I now ask for my money. I 
will haye nothmg to do with the printing scheme. I know nothing of Mr. 
Holmes, or of what you may haye said to him. I saw Mr. Greene yes^ 
terday, and he is acquainted with my yiews. Mr. Eagar, I understood, was 
your nephew. I know nothing further of him." 

S Master Greene : What was the date of that ? 
e date of that was the 13th of December, 1865.. That was the answer, 
sir; it is dated the 13th. That is a copy made'by my brother-in-law. 

By Master Bagshawb : Mr. Eagar, I think yon say, is a nephew of 
Mr. Seymour's? 

I know nothing of it myself. I only know it from Mr. Seymour. 

Were you eyer a party to Mr. Eagar representing you in the new 
company? 

No, sir ; I declined it. *I declined it in toto. 1 said I knew nothing 
about him ; and I declined positively having anything to do with it. 

Is it within your knowledge that Mr. ^ymour applied to take the 
benefit of the Private Arrangement Act ? 

Yes. 

What took place with reference to you on that occasion ? 

When he applied to take the benefit of that act I opposed him. It was 
not because I wanted my money, but I thought he wanted to escape from 
paying the money ; and I went up to the Court myself in person, and I 
had counsel there, and was represented by counsel, and went before the 
Courts and the Commissioner decided it ;![ I charging it as a fraud ; and I 
put it on the records of the Court that I charged fraud. § 



* Had this answer been given before Lord Chief Justice Cockbum aild a special 
jury, where would Parker's action be for breach of trust in not keeping money at a 
jiMfi^aocoimt? 

t Sorely this letter had been read often enough I Why give the witness all this 
help) 

t This is as untrue as it is absurd. The Commissioner " decided '^ nothing. 

§ This is the gentleman who has " no vindictive feelings." This is from 
"yours very faithfiilly, James Parker." 

16 ' 
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gj Master Baoshawx) : Yes? 
len the Commiasioner said he could not discharge him for that. 

He coidd not discharge him, there being frawi f* 

There being fraud. And I ordered a writ to be taken out ; and I had a 
verdict on the whole counts.f 

(By Master O'Mallbt) : Ton need not p> into the details of that. 

(By Miister Baoshawe) : And ifou said you would not withdraw the 
charges of fraud tt 

No, sir. 

Did yon reoeive a letter from Mr. Linklater ? 

Yes, sir. 

Did that letter suggest that the counts for frand should be withdrawn ? 

Yes, sir. 

Did you erer accede to that ? 

No, sir, I declined to. 

You declined it ? 

Yes. 

Were you a parbr, directly or indirectly, then, to the withdrawal of those 
counts, the lst» 2nd, and 3rd ? 

No, sir ; I would not withdraw the counts of fraud on any account. § 

Did any one apply to you for that purpose ? 

Yes. 

Who did it ? 

Oh ! various people. 

What was the answer you made ? 

Always that I would not do it. 

Do you recollect) in particular, any barrister who applied to you ? 

Lately, sir, Mr. Tindal Atkinson. 

Do you recollect any other ? || 

I dare say there may have been, but I do not call it to my mind. 

(By Master Sladb) : But you say a yariety of people ? 

Yes, sir ; frt>m high people— i^ery high people — next to RoyoJtty,% 

S'j Master Baoshawe) : Do you recollect 
aster Slade : That ought to be on the notes. 
Master Baoshawe : Oh ! it is on the notes. 

(By Master Baoshawe) : Do you recollect any recent correspondence — 
March, 1861 — ^with Mr. Seymour, or any one else on this matter ? Do you 
recollect writing a letter, stating that wliatever arrangement was satisfactory 
to Mr. Bees, would be satisfac^ry to you ? 

* There being an unjust imputation to that effect, Mr. Bagshawe, which the 
Commiasioner would not even listen to. 

t Another reckless assertion. The case never went to trial. 

t Hb had not said so. 

§ How then does he explain his letter, in reply to Mr. Seymour, of March 10th, 
1861 ? As to his denial, see Mr. Deui^ evidence, post, 

il What could be Mr. Bagshawe^s object in dragging this to light t If barristers 
and others did interfere^ it showed they sympathked with Mr. Seymour and did not 
belieye the imputation against him. 

IF If barristers, and *' veiy high people, next to royalty," made any application 
to Mr. Parker, it was to urge on him not to become tne tool of a clique, who 
Wanted him to fly in the &ce of his settlement of the action and his own letters, and 
conduct since, with a view to damage Mr. Seymour. But Mr. Seymour is in no 
way responsible for the acts of eacb. well-intentioned frieDds. In interfering, they 
consulted quite as much for Mr. Parker's credit as Mr. Seymour's. After all, the 
question is not whether Mr. Parker now refused to withdraw the charge, but 
whether he was aware of any negociations with Mr. Woollett in June, 1858 t A 
question which is not put to him ! 
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[Some litUe misnnderstanding arose here as to what letter was referred 
to, B. R.,^ M., pp. 10, 11.] 

Master Gresns (to Mr. Seymour) : Is it joar letter ? 

Mr. Sbymoxtb: Yes. 

Master Treasurer : It is Mr. Seymour's letter. 

Master Bagshawe : Then your letter goes on — " My dear Sir, — ^I feel 
much disappointed at not seemg you, still more so because, not many hours 
after writing to you, I was informed from a credible source that some plot 
is hatching to revive your action aeainst me, as a means of damaging my 
prospects." Did you receive that letter, Mr. Parker ? 

The Witness : Yes, sir, I did ; hut I do not wish to damage Mr, 
mour. [ ! ] 

(By Master Baqbbawe) : Did yon write a reply to the following eflfect 
" Great Baddow House, 10th March, 1861. — Mj dear Sir, — ^I am not well 
enough to leave home, but Mr. Bees, of Messrs. Wilde and Co.'s house, of 
College Hill, will wait upon you, if you will give him an appointment, and 
anything he arranges with you for me I will adopt ? '' 

Yes, 1 did write that, or one of my clerks wrote it. 

Did any interview, as far as you know, take place between Mr. Seymour 
and Messrs. Wilde and Co. ? 

No, sir, I do not believe there did. Mr. Seymour came to me,* I said 
that I could not compromise myself— that I was ready to go before any 
Court of Honour and substantiate that charge, and I am prepared to do so 
now.t 

(By Master Greene) : I want to ask you a few questions, if you please. 
Beverting again to the inception of this matter, will you tell me whether 
you gave any authority to Mr. Seymour to draw upon this account ? 

Certainly not.* 

Did you give him any authority to devote it to paying any preliminary 
expenses of the company ? 

Certainly not ; not to meddle with it. My letter, sir, shows you the 
contrary. 

Did you give him any authority to use it for the purposes of the com- 
pany, or for Mr. S^mour's own purposes ? 

Certainly not. I did not wish to think that Mr. Seymour wanted it for 
his own purposes. 

Was it your understanding that it was to be held until your further 
order? 

Master Treasurer : / do not think that is evidence. 

Master Greene : Thai is evidence, 

(By Master Treasurer): Was it expressed between you ? 

(By Master Greene) : Was it expressed, if you please, between you that 
it was to be held until your further order at inter^rt; ? 

It was to be held by the bank. 

Until ft 

Until I decided whether I would take part in Beniowski's printing 
scheme, and it was to he&rjive per cent* interest meanwhile. 

(By Master Treasurer) : But who was to pay five per cent. ? 

The Bank, on a deposit note. 

The Banks do not give five per cent, ; it depends upon the market. Was it 
a bank? 



* This is ontrae. Mr. Seymour did not go to Mr. Parker's, nor had he even 
seen him for at least a year before that night. 

!But he would not, a moment before, on any account ** damage Mr. Seymour.'* 
All these questions are strikingly unfidi and irregular. 
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It was one of the oommercial banks. There was no particular bank 
mentioned. 

There was no particular bank mentioned ? 

No, sir. 

By Master Grebne : Did yon give him any power to deal with the fund 
nntu your further order ?♦ 

I never gave him any power to deal with the fund. 

By Master O'Mallet : Did not Mr. Seymour, at the time you gave him 
£500, sell to you, out and out, his share in that patent for j£500 ? t 

No. no, no. 

Was not that the gist of the transaction ? 

No, not at all. I looked into the books. T had the Blue Books. 

Master Baoshawb : I beg your pardon. Master O'Malley. I must 
trouble this gentleman to retire for one moment. 

(The witness and Mr. Seymour retired, and, after & short time, while the 
Bench deliberated, were again called in.) 

By Master O'Mallet ; I wish to call your attention to this. You say 
that the money was to be deposited at five per cent, interest ? 

Yes. 

Whose suggestion was it that you should get five per cent, interest ? [!] 

Mr. Digbv Seymour's. 

Was the bank mentioned ? 

No ; I do not think it was. 

Who was to choose the bank ? 

He was. 

And it was his suggestion that you would get five per cent, interest ? 

Yes. I DID NOT LOOK PARTICULARLY INTO THE AR- 
RANGEMENT WE ENTERED INTO ! 

You spoke something about a second cheque ? 

The second cheque was one for some Waller shares ; that was another 
transaction. 

That was another transaction ? 

Yes ; he is cleared from that by the gentlemen's Act. | 

We have, seen the pleas in the matter, and the various things connected 
with it ; there are three suggestions : one was that you were proposing to 
buy a share in the patent ? 

Beniowski's scheme. 

Another was that you and Mr. Seymour were jointly to buy the patent 
for j£l,000 between you ; the other was that you were prepared to enter 
into it and take a share. Will you call to your recollection which of those 
two it was ? 

Mr. Seymour : I should think it a great kindness if you were to name 
the second suggestion, as you say there are three representations. 

Master O'Malley : I collected, from the affidavits and letters, that there 
were three suggestions ; I do not say by you. 

♦ The idea of Mr. Seymour stipulating to wait for Mr. Parker's " further order." 
t The question is not fairly put. Practically, however, it will be seen, Mr. Sey- 
mour did sell half his share to Mr. Parker;— for Mr. Seymour, by spending £1,000 
on the preliminary expenses of a compauy, would become purchaser of hi^f Capt. 
Greene's share, and Mr. Parker, by advancing £600 towards such preliminary 
outlay, became entitled to one fourth of Captain Greene's interest, or one half of 
Mr. Seymour's. 

t TMs again illustrates Mr. Parker's "recklessness of assertion." Mr. Sey- 
mour procured for Mr. Parker 1,000 Waller mining shares at 10». per share, 
when they were quoted at 16«. to par, in the market. The shares were delivered 
to him. and there is no reference to the transaction among Mr. Seymour's debts. 
Mr. Parker's statement is totally without foundation ! 
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Mr. SsTMOUE : Thank yon. 

By Master O'Mallet : One was that yon were to bny a share of the 
patent ;• another was, that it was to purchase his share of the patent ; an- 
other was, that it was for you and Mr. Seymour jointly to buy the patent, 
which I should rather collect from the pleadings ; and the third was what 
you give in evidence now, that you was to give it to make the deposit merely 
as an assurance to Beniowski that you was prepared to advance your money 
for a share of the thing if it succeeded — ^if it went on. Now, will you call 
to mind which of ihote three it was f 

Well, it is very simple to answer all those questions. The money was to 
be deposited in order that we should show good faith with Beniowski, if I 
entertained the proposal that the pitent would be successful I was to 
inquire into it. 1 was to examine the papers. I was to see the Blue Book ; 
and if I fancied that the matter could be carried through, then that I would 
he a shareholder,* 

Yes. Then I understand that it was eventually intended that you was 
o become a shareholder in the transaction^Y and that, before the trans- 
tction was entirely completed, you made the deposit of your money as a 
pledge of good faith ? 

Yes. 

By Master Bagshawe : One other question. In your negotiations did 
you understand that Mr. 

2 lie question was objected to, and was not pressed.! 
y Master Chambses : % Was there anything said about preliminary , 
expenses? 

No. 

Did you make any inquiry as to how they were to be paid ? 

No. My money was deposited there to show that I entertained § the 
question — ^not that I paid anything. 

Was there any company formed at that time. 

No, sir. 

Did you make an inquiry ? 

There was no company. 

Did you make the inquiry whether there were any preliminary expenses 
to be incurred by anybody ? 

Not by me. 

By anybody ? 

It was mentioned to me, as a pledge of good faith, to give to Beniowski, 
and I went and looked at the scheme ; and I went into the printing-office 
place there, and saw the females who were doing the printing there, but I 
thought the thing. would not do ; and I read uirough the Blue book. I 
have it by me now. 

I want you to state — ^while you was at the stationer's shop— -and tell me, 
if you can — ^I should like to near it — what was the conversation between 



* Only a " shareholder " now I It was paying a high price for the liberty of 
taking Euliareft in a printing company to lock up £500 for an indefinite time at a 
bank I and to expect Mr. Seymour to do the same till Mr. Pasker had made up 
his mind I 

t Mark the unfairness of this Question I Mr. Parker had just said that if he 
fiuicied the affair would be carriea through he was to be " a shareholder,^* Master 
O'Malley then comes to Ms relief, and alters the words into *' shareholder in the 
transaction " — an absurd phrase, but not so palpably inconsistent with the facts of 
the case. 

X It requires no note to call attention to the marked difference in the tone and 
manner of the learned Common Serjeant — the happy union of the generosity of the 
gentleman with the impartiality of the judge. 

§ Mr. Parker afterwards says he ** never entertained it.'' 
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you f Ton have given ns your nndenrtanding at the time this cheque was 
given. 

The eonvenation was nothing at aU. 

There mnst have been some ? 

It was in the train. We came np in the train ; and we walked from the 
train to the stationer's shop ; and 1 went in there, and I then gave him a 
cheque, just as I would 

Ah. I but I should like to hear your conversation. If vou can give, in a 
few words, the conversation that actually passed, whidi led you to the 
understanding you have alluded to, I should be obliged. 

Oh, the unaerstanding was 

Not the understanding ; I want the conversation. 

The conversation was that Mr. Bi^by Seymour would deposit it in th 
bank, at interest, with his j£500 ; and tiiat would be j£lOOO for Beniowski. 

Did you make any inquiiy as to what bank it should be ? 

No, sir. 

I suppose you have had money on deposit before ? 

I felt convinced-^— 

We want to arrive at fiicts. I suppose you have had money to deposit 
in banks before now ? 

Well, but I am a careless fellow, you know. I trust to the honour 

That may be. Did you make any inquiry of any sort or kind as to the 
bank? 

I do not think I did. 

Master Sladb : He has said so already abovt half a dozen times,* 

(By Master Chambers) : Did you ever make inquiry in what bank it had 
been placed? 

No ; I felt it safe in his hands. 

(By Master O'Maluet) : I think it important to know this, Mr. Fiarker : 
the suggestion of the assurance to Beniowski in the matter. You say that 
it was placed in a bank for a pledge to Beniowski that you would enter 
into the negotiation. Did the suggestion come from you or from Mr. 
Seymour? 

k>m Mr. Seymour. 

What did he say with regard to the observation that the money should 
be deposited in the bank ?t 

He wished it to be placed there as a pledge of good faith to Major 
Beniowski that I entertained this proposal.^ 

Are you quite sure it came from him ? 

Quite so. 

Did Mr. Seymour at any time decline to receive your cheque when you 
offered it ? 

No ; it was all done in the train from Brighton, and when we got to 
London I gave him the cheque immediately. 

Are you quite sure that you did not, in your eagerness to get into this 
transaction — it may be that Mr. Seymour gave you high-toned prospects 
of the Company, or with respect to the prospects of the Company — are you 
quite sure that it was not eagerness on your part to lay hold on those 
prospects, that led you to deposit the money with him ? 

* He had not eald so once before ! Why should Sir F. Slade lose his temper 
because Mr. Chambers is putting questions Mr. Parker does not like ? 

+ The question assumes such an obsenration was' made. 

X Mr. Parker stated, a short time before, that there was to be £1000 deposited 
as a pledge of good faith by hoth—ikxyw he limits it to himself only. He never 
suggests why Miyor Beniowski should require a material guarantee of his good 
faith. 
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Decidedly not ; decidedly not. I would not have entered into it unleas 
I had satisfied myself by full inquiry into the matter, as I have proved. 

By Master Tr^urer : Did you make any proposal that the money should 
be paid into a joint account ? 

No ; I gave it into his hands. 

Did you propose that your cheque for £500 should be placed to a joint 
account f 

No, sir. 

Master CyMALLBT : That is unnecessary* 

By Master Bodwell : Who first mentioned the subject of your em- 
barking^in this transaction at all ? 

Mr. Digby Seymour. 

Tou made no overtures to him ? 

Oh ! no, sir ; I knew nothing about it, and I dedined to enter into it 
imtil I could see the Blue Book. 

So I understand 1 

Until I could see whether it was such a matter as I could enter into. 

Mr. Setmour : I understand that I may put any further questions to 
Mr. Parker at anytime this meeting may l>e adjourned to ; but that I may 
ask him some questions to-night ? 

Master Trkasurbb : Mr. Seymour, you may cross-examine him now, or 
reserve it to another night. 

Mr. Sethoub : I shomd like to put them now. 

Master Treasurer : Without prejudice to anything you may have to ask 
him another time. 

Master Baobhawe : I think you must elect whether you will cross- 
examine him now or hereafter. 

Master Treasurer : I think you may ask any question without prejudice 
to your resmning your cross-examination by counsel another night. f 

Mi*. Parker : /do not unsh, sir, to damage Mr. Seymour. 
' Mr. Sbtmo(7R : He has given some general answers at present 

Master Treasurer : The only question was your conductiilg the cross- 
examination. 

Mr. Setmour : But it is not to prejudice my right to examine him 
afterwards. 

Master Treasurer : Quite so. 

Oross^amined by Mr. SEYMOUR. 

Mr. Parker, can you say when I first introduced the subject of the patents 
to you ? 

I suppose it was about the time that I gave the cheque, as near as possible. 
You talked to me first about the WtSler shares, and afterwaros about 
Beniowski's scheme ; and I think th&t, as to Beniowski's scheme, almost the 
first time you mentioned it to me was, when we were coming up in the 
train.' 

Was it as we were going, down to Brighton ? 

No, no ; when we were coming from Brighton. 

The day you gave me the cheque ? 

Yes. 

Was that the first day that I mentioned Beniowski's scheme ? 

I do not know whether ^at was the first time ; you mentioned the Waller 
shares. 

Just attend to this. 

I cannot say. 

* Can this observation be reconciled with justice ? The fact of an agreement 
or not for a "joint account * is the cardinal point in the case, 
t Were these two Benchers equally animated by a love of fiur play ? 
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Did I not giye jou a book of Beniowski's to pemae ? 

Certainly ; yes. 

That was gome darfs before, was it not f 

Yes. 

Was that given in the train going down to Brighton ? 

Yes ; I have no donbt it was. 

Do you recollect my showing yon a round block of types that had been 
placed 

ho ; you never did such a thing. 

Do not be in quite such a huny ; do you remember my showing you 
those types? 

I do not know what you mean by a round block of types. 

Did I show you any types ? If you want to know what I mean by a 
round block, I will tell you what I mean. 

Tou did not do such a thing. 

Belonging to a printing company ? 

No. 

Then I did not ? 

Then why did you say you did ? 

Master Treasurer : But you are to answer the questions, not to ask 
them. 

By Mr. Seymour : I am asking you because your memory and mine are 
not the same. I will put the question in the least offensive form I can ; I 
ask you whether you recollect I did it ? 

I say you did not ; I have said so. . 

Did I show you any types with letters at each end ? 

I dare say you might have done so. (!) 

When? 

I cannot say when. 

But just recollect yourself. Was it not about the spring time ? 

You gave me a book of Beniowski's, and that is the oest that I can recol- 
lect of it. 

Did I give you some types in connection with it ? 

Some types ? 

Yes. 

No ; I cannot say. 

But you would not undertake to say I did not ? 

I should say you did not. 

You should say I did not ! Do you remember what negotiation or 
understanding I had with Greene, at the time I had the conversation with 
you ? Did I mention Greene's name ? I will take that first. 

Yes. 

What did I say? 

You said that Mr. Greene and a variety of other gentlemen were con- 
cerned in the patent. 

Did I tell you what arrangement Captain Greene wanted to make with 
me? 

No. 

Did I say nothing as to what Captain Greene wanted ? 

No ; certainly not. 

Did I not tell you that Greene wanted a certain sum of money spent in 
bringing out the company ? 

No. 

Did I not tell you so ? 

No ; certainly not. 

Do you mean, Mr. Parker, to say that I never told you that the condi- 
tion on which I was to become a proprietor of half of Greene's interest in 
the company was the expenditure of £1,000 ? 
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No. 

You did not nnderstsuid that from me ? 
• No ; I did not. 

Did I mention the name of Mr. at any time to you ? 

Yes ; but I do not chooae 

I beg your pardon. I would rather any other gentleman would put the 
question than myself. I do not know what I have said that you can correct 
me for. 

Master O'Malley (to the Witness) : You must remember that this is a 
serious matter for Mr. Seymour. 

Mr. Setmour : Some sort of ezciise ou^ht to be made for me. 

Master O'Mallet : I am sure Mr. Pa]^er will try to answer properly. 

Mr. Setmour (to Witness) : I will try not to irritate you. 

The Witness : Oh ! you will not irritate me. 

(By Mr. Seymour) : Did I mention Mr. ^'s name ? 

I have no doubt you did. 

Do not say you have no doubt. Did I ? 

I think it very likely you did. 

Did I? 

I know there were a lot of Irish names. 

Oh ! a lot of Irish names ! Fray recollect. Did I not mention Mr. 
^'s name ? 

I think you did. 

You said just now you think I did. • 

Well, you may have done such a thing. 

Now, I have read your evidence elsewhere, and I remind you of that. 

Of what ? 

Of what I said just now. Did I not mention 's name ? 

I think it very likely you did. 

Did I mention Mr. 's name ? 

Well, / do not know whether you did or not ; but all these things I have 
records* of them, and they mQ appear — when I appeared before your 
agent, Mr. Sladen, and those names will appear there. Charging my 
memory 

Pardon me for a moment ; it is not so. I am speaking of the original 
transaction. 

No ; you never mentioned the original transaction at that time ; it was 
before Mr. Sladen, and that document can be seen by the Honourable 
Society of Benchers, and inspected. I will have the tpn'tten record. (!) 

You have said to-day that you believe your name as solicitor appears upon 
a paper in the handwriting of Captain Greene. Did I not tell you, Mr. 
Parker, that Captain Greene wished to have a solicitor connected with the 
undertaking? 

No. 

Were you not of opinion that '^ the law business should be kept in as few 
hands as possible ^" t 

Do you mean that you never expressed yourself to me to that effect? 
Did I not show you a memorandum, heads of agreement between myself 
and Mr. Greene, in which one of the conditions imposed upon me was to 
find a solicitor to the company ? 

You might have done so ; you produced a letter paper writing, which I 
did not believe to be in Captain Greene's handwriting. You said it was ; 
I doubted it. 

• "Letters," and " recorda,** and "blue books " — anything but memory ! 
t See Mr. Parksr'B letter, ante^ p. 95. " The law business must be kept in as 
few hands as possible." 

17 
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Tou doubted it ? 
I did.* 

Did I call your attention to a condition of Gapt. Greene's^ that a solicitor 
ahonld be obtiuned for it 7 
No. 

I did not! 

Yon did at the meeting. 
But I mean earlier ? 
No, certainly not. 

Can you tell me how it was that Mr. Edgar's name was first broached 
between yon and me ? 

Oh ! Mr. Eagar I yonr nephew ? 
Yes. 

Oh ! he was to be a party with me. The contract was to be entered into 
—the subscription contract. 
The subscription contract ? 

Yes, tibie subscription contract, tiie contract to form the company .t If I 
entertained the proposal that the company was to be formed, that party, 
Mr. Eagar, your nephew, was to sign ; and that letter which I read just 
now, Uut me — what I read just now ; I had better remind you of that. 

You need not do that. Tell me whether it was not agreed between you 
and me, that Mr. Eagar should represent our joint interest, and that in 
any deed carrying out the terms of the agreement between myself and 
Greene, Mjv Eagar should be a party to that deed as representing our joint 
interest? 

Certainly not. My letter shows to the contrary. 
I ask yourtelf, 

Mr. &^, f understood, was your iiephew,-aiid I knew nothing farther 
of him. 

You have said so very often. 
We cannot say it too often. 

Well, the Bench will judge between you and ma Did you not refer, 
in the conversation between you and me, to the incompatibility of the 
solicitor to the company appearing as a proprietor of any shares in the 
company? 

The solicitor I What solicitor ? 

I am asking you simply this — Did you ever, in conversation with me, 
refer to the incompatibility of a solicitor, or the solicitor to any company, 
being a shareholder ? 

I have no doubt that I told you I could not be the solicitor. I was in. 
partnership then, you know. 

Did you not say that you could not be solicitor and also promoter ? 
Certainly. I (fid not believe I could. 

Was it then, or after that time, that I referred to Mr. Eagar ? 
You never referred to Mr. Eagar untiL the time when we went to Mr. 
Sladen*s, when I declined the company ; and he was the party that the 
subscribers to the company were to enter into the contract with. He 
was in the position of having no effects ; and mv derk has letters to bring 
before the Benchers, and they will see. I wiu rather trust to what is 
written,x 



* Does he mean that he Bu<«pected the genuineness of the writing at the time, or 
is not this a stupid attempt to make an insinuation of forgery 1 The memorandum 
itself is referred to in Captain Greene's statement, posL 

t As if these were exchangeable terms. 

X For it is Mr. Parker s only chance to twist a hostile meaning out of some 
passage in a long correspondence. 
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The qaestion la not as to Mr. Eagar's effects. I am not snp^gesting that 
lie was worth a shilling, but whether at the time, or about the same time, 
when you say something was said about the incompatibility of the solicitor 
being also a proprietor^ anything was said with regard to £agar ? 

No ; certamly not. 

Did not Mr. Sladen, to your knowledge, sug^t that you and I should 
agree to coyenant the performance of the conditions he was about to enter 
into? 

No. We haye got the documents here, and mtf clerk was present at the 
time. 

Tou are always^referrinff to " my letter" and '* my clerk." 

Oh I yee; I like it. L&ra *oripta momet. 

What preceded that ? 

You neyer said anything about Mr. Eagar; not I never said anything 
about Mr. Ea^ar.* I neyer adopted him (mough he Qiay be your nephew) 
in any way, and I neyer would haye it. So my letter said. 

I Imow you repudiated him 7 

Not afterwards, 

(By Master Grssne) : At the time ? 

Yes. 

(By Mr. Setmour) : Yes. Mr. Wilson was aware of that ? 

Yes; certainly. 

Were you aware, on the 8th of September, that you and I were expected 
to coyenant for the performance, by Mr. Eagar, of certain conditions he 
wafl going to enter into ? 

No ; I repudiated the whole aflair. 

You repudiated it ? 

Yes ; and I wanted my money back, and the deposit note. 

Allow me to ask you a few further questions about your and my under- 
standing. Were not you strongly of opinion, in the month of August, 
Mr. Parker ? I do not know whether you hear me 1 

Yes ; I hear you. 

Were not you strongly of opinion that we had better keep it to 
ourselves ? 

I said so, I think. If it would answer I wanted to make the greatest 
profit, but I neyer undertook it. 

You neyer undertook it ? 

I neyer undertook it at all— neyer undertook it ; only, if it was a good 
thing I should like to keep it to myself. 

yfere not you in fayour of haying the foreign and Scotch patents, and 
the Irish secured ? 

Fes,; the whole of them — ^the foreign, tiie English, Scotch, and Irish ; 
but when I got to the blue books, and came to see Mr. — , and aU 
those names, it did not suit my book ; I looked blue upon the matter. . 

But the question I am at present asking you, Mr. Parker, is, when you 
and I were speaking of and discussing this matter in Au^st, whether at 
that time you were not strongly of opinion that the Scot<3i patents shoidd 
be secured? 

I teU you, sir, tiiat I wished all the patents, if I approyed of the scheme, 
the foreign, the IriBh,*the Scotch, and English^ should be secured. 

What was I to do ? 

You were to write in ihe newspaper. 



This was Mr. Parker's answer, but what it means it is difficult to gather. 
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Did you know what was to be the consideration for my haying an interest 
in the patents ? 

No ; merdy as a subscriber, whatever you put dovm as a deposit, so far you 
wotddbe interested* (!) 

Do you mean to tell the Bench that you were not aware of any other con- 
dition but that which you have mentioned, that I Was to hold a proprietary 
interest in the shares 7 

JVb ; nothing more than being a proprietor, like mysdf. 

Do you not know that one of the conditions made by me was, that if I 
expended £1,000 within three months from the time I made the arrangement 
with Greene in August, I shovld have 673 proprietors^ ^ares in the under- 
takins;? 

Wmy I do not know, you knoiOj whether it was so or not; we never entered 
into that ; we never signed a subscription deed ; what amount of shares ? 

By Master 0'Mau.bt : It is a vert important question ! Were you 
aware that Mr. Seymour had made that arrangement with other parties ? 

No, NOT AT ALL 1 

By Mr. Seymour : Did you know that I expected 

I do not know what you expected. 

Do not be so ready to answer me, Mr. Parker. 

Master Slade : But it is rather an improper question. (!) 

By Mr. Setmour : The question I asked you was, whether yow knsw that 
I expected to have 673 proprietors' shares, in consideration of my expending 
•£1,000 ? 

No ; certainly not in consideration of that ; you would be liable to all 
the subscribers of the company. I did not answer the question at once. 

You did not. Did you not expect that, at some time or other, if this 
thing went on, in return for your j6600 you were to have half of 673 pro- 
prietors' shares ? 

I was to have my shares, whatover it was, if it went on. 

Were you to have half of my interest f 

No. 

You were not f 

Certainly not. 

Do you mean, Mr. Parker, to say that there "was not an agreement be- 
tween us that I was to have 673 shares, and you were to have half in con- 
sideration of the £500 ? 

No ; certainly not. 

Then listen to this : — " Seymour to have 673 shares ^^ 

Yes, that is the memorandum in Captain Greene's handwriting, as you 
call it.f 

As I call it ! It is in Captain Greene's handwriting, sir ! 

Master Greene : Do not argue. (!) 

(By Mr. SbtmourJ : Was it not shown to you in August ? " Seymour 
undertakes to find jbl,000 for preliminary expenses of Company, Directors, 
&c. Messrs. Parker to be solicitors, and give all possible support. Sey- 
mour to share equally with J. G. the remaining 27 shares, and all shares 

given up bv Mr. , , &c., and also all benefits arising from the 

Company.'' 



* The obyiouB untruthfulness of this answer requires no comment. 

+ Mr. Parker had been cross-examined by Mr. Seymonr before the Circuit 
Committee as to this document, and, conscious how irreconcilable it is with his 
own account of the others, Mr. Parker now makes this miserable attempt to 
question its authority. 
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'^ Seymour to have a lien apon John Greeners share of the English patents 
for jei,000." Do you recollect that f 

No. 

Do you recollect anything about my having a lien for £1,000 ? 

No. 

I have read you a passage here — " Seymour to have a lien upon John 
Greene's share of the English patents for £1,000." Do you recollect that ? 

No. 

Were vou aware of any expectation on my part that the lien was to be 
in consideration of the expenses of the company? 

CertaiDly not in consideration of the expenses of the company. 

Were you, at any time, in August, September, or October — I will put it 
that way — aware triat £1,000 was to he a lien on Greevie^s interest^ provided 
the £1,000 was expended f 

No, 

Do you recollect a question arising between you and me as to the mean- 
ing of the word ''lien,'' and as to the effect of that undertaking in the hands 
of third parties, if the company was not brought out ? 

No. 
Do you recollect anything being said about the word " charge" in prefer- 
ence to the word " lien ? " . 

No. 

I wish to be particular between you and me. I ask you whether you 
ever expressed yourself to me to the effect that if £1,000 was spent by me, 
tiiat £1,000 was to form a charge upon Captain Greene's interest ? 

No. — You AEB CONFIDENT OP THAT ? I ANSWERED THE QUESTION ; NO. — 

You ARE CONFIDENT OF THAT ? Ybs. — Master Eodwell (to Mr. Seymour) : 
YoD MEAN BY WORD OF MOUTH, OR OTHERWISE. — (By Mr. Scymour) : By 

WORD OF MOUTH OR OTHERWISE ? CbRTAINLY. 

Now, then, Mr. Parker, I will undertake to produce to the Bench a letter 
from you of which I now read to you a copy.* "My dear Sir, — ^Thb 

£1,000 IS TO BE A CHARGE UPON THE SHARE OF Mr. GrEENE IN THE PATENT, 
PROVIDED THE COMPANY IS NOT ESTABLISHED, AND THE £1,000 IS EXPENDED." 

Now, I will pledge my honour to produce that letter in your handwriting. 

Master Greene : When was that dated ? 

Mr. Seymour : 17th October, 1855. 

The Witness : That was if the scheme was brought out. 

Master O'Malley : I think you ought to have called his attention to 
that before. 

Mr. Seymour : Surely, sir 

Master Treasurer : I do not think Mr. Seymour was bound to do so. 

Mr. Seymour : Where the denial has been so strong all through the 
case? 

The Witness : Well, go on. 

(By Master Treasurer) : Do you remember it ? 

No ; and / do not now remember when it was we had correspondence on 
the snb)ect,f 

(By Mr. Seymour) : Two or three times has Master O'Malley called your 
attention to its being a charge — as to the expenditure of £1,000 — ^whether 
you were not aware that the £1,000 was to be expended ? 

If — if I joined the company. I say that unhesitatingly — that if I joined 
the company^ IfeU my £500 was to go in the expenses. But I did not join 
the company ; I did not imdertake ; and as to reading a partial letter of 
that sort, why, you know, it is hardly quite fair. 

* The original letter was produced at the next meeting, 
t He remembers no correspondence before December ! 
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Master O'Mallet : The date of the letter ? 

Mr. Setmour : It is a letter, a copy of which I found in my bag before 
the committee the other ni/s^ht. I have not got the original with me. 

Master Grbene : The 17th of October, 1855. 

Master Baqshawe : When yon gave us the narratiye the other day, you 
passed from the 2nd to the 31st of October. 

Mr. Sethodr : I was not then aware that I had it. 

Master O'Mallet : Will you be kind enough to read it ? 

rit was handed to Master Kodwell.) 

Master Eodwill : " 46, Pall Mall, 17th October, 1855.— My dear Sir,— 
The ;£1000 is to be a charge'^ upon the share of Mr. Greene in the patent, 
provided the company is not established, and the ;£1000 is expended. Mr. 
Greene and yourself are to give to Major Beniowski 200 of the public's 
shares, paid up, tied up, as me patent shares are, or to give 200 patent 
shares without the profits. As to Bow-street, Mr. Greene says there is a 
debt of £250 upon it, and he proposes to pay half of it out of the ^500 he is 
to receive. There is no lease of the house, but one can be had. — Believe 
me, my dear Sir, yours most truly, James Parker." 

Master O'Mallet : I think we ought to have that letter. I do not 
understand it. Mr. Seymour, excuse me for saying, do you mean that, 
before the Committee of the Northern Circuit, you found the letter for the 
first time, or that you found that copy of the letter for the first time ? 

Mr. Setmour : I mean this ; when I went to-night before the Committee 
of the Northern Circuit with my bag, I found it in my bag. When I was 
here the other night I omitted to read it. 

Master O'Mallet : May I ask you in whose handwriting it was ? 

Mr. Setmour : It was in Mr. Parker's— the original. 

Master Slaob : Have you seen the original to-day ? 

Mr. Setuour : I have not. I had not the original the other night, or 
else I should have produced it. I found this to-night when I was oefore 
the Committee. 

Master O'Mallet : Would you not like to hand the letter to Mr. Parker ? 
Is there anything on it ? 

Mr. Setmour : There is a memorandum of mine on it. I hope the 
Bench wUl understaDd me to say that I did not know that I possessed this 
letter till I found it to-night 

(The letter was handed in to the Treasurer.) 

Master Treasurer : Do you wish this memorandum detached ? 

Mr. Setmour : Oh, no. 

Master Baoshawe : It had slipped £rom your bag the other day, and you 
did not like to state it only from recollection ? 

Mr. Setmour : It had slipped from my bag, or I dare say it was in my 
bag ; there is a great quantity of papers here, and I overlooked it. 

(By Master Rodwell) [To Witness] : Did you keep a copy of letters ? 

Master Treasurer : He said no ; pot in this matter. 

-The Witness : Not while this matter was going on.t No doubt that 
could be explained. 

(By Master Hawkins) : Did you write that letter ? 

Master O'Mallet : I think it very important that we should have this 
letter. Just consider the first paragraph of the letter — " The ^1000 is to 
be a charge upon the share of Mr. Greene in the patent, provided the com* 
pany is not established, and the j£lOOO is expended." J^ow, that paragraph 



* As to the word '* charge/' or '* lien/' see Mr. Seymour's question, ante, p. 133. 
i* It was plain that this letter had been copied in a machine. Why waft 
not the copy produced? 
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dearly contemplates the possible expenditure cf £\f}QO previous to the Com- 
panv being established. 

M&BteT Greene : Would not it be better to defer the oonstraction of the 
letter to another time ? 

Master Treasurer : I think so. 

Master Greens : / can easily conceive the importance of that letter, 

Mr. Sbtuour : I will undertake to produce tnat letter. 

Master O^Mallet : It is important that we should know all about it 

The Wttness : I have no doubt it was in anticipation of the company 
being established. I did not come here as a witness merely, but to attend 
before the Benchers. But I have no doubt that there was to be a company, 
and that it would cost £1000 to start the company, and when the company 
was established my share of the money was to go, my £500 — ^thinking— 
evidently imagining — ^that £1000 was perfectly secure in the bank.*^ I 
thought it was there, and Mr. Digby Seymour's money was there, until I 
made up my mind to join Uie company. 

(By Mr. Setmour) : Will you allow me, Mr. Parker, to ask a question ? 
I will tell you what I am going to base my question upon. Captain 
Greene has written a letter to the Committee of the Northern Circuit, and 
I want to read you his statement He said, ''Some time afterwards, 
about the 18th or 19th of August, I made a more definite arrangement, 
which][embraced the appointment of Mr. Parker as solicitor, and, in general 
respects, was similar to the foregoing. Mr. Parker came to Bow Street 
and expressed himself greatly plea^, and told me at dinner at Hie 
Wyndham Club, that any arrangements Mr. Seymour made, he would be 
satisfied with. Subsequently, a draft agreement was drawn up by my 
solicitor at Mr. Seymour's expense, embodying, in more formal language, 
the precise arrangement. Some objections in detail were made ; but 
afterwards Mr. mlson, on Mr. Parker's behalf, expressed himself quite 
satisfied." Now, here is what I want to call your attention to. '' Still 
some minor points were raised ; but I met Mr. Parker in Pall Mall, and 
asked him whether he was authorised to act for Mr. Seymour. He replied^ 
' I am.' " Is that correct ? 

Ido not know/ 

Did he say, ** Are you authorised to act for Mr. Seymour V and did you 
reply " I am ?" 

I REALLY cannot BRING MY HEMORY TO AOT ON HATTERS OF GONVER- 
SATION.t 

Did you agree, on your behalf and mine, to certain changes at Bow 
Street? 

No ; I went to Bow Street. 

Master (VMalley : Will you read me the penultimate question ? 

Mr. Seymour : I said, did you agree, on your behalf and mine, to certain 
changes at Bow Street ? 

Master O'Malley : No ; not that one. About some one acting for you. 

Mr. Seymour : ^ I met Mr. Parker in Pall Mall, and asked him whether 
he was authorised to act for Mr. Seymour. He replied, * I am f and 
I then entered also into some particulars about the works at Bow Street, 
to which Mr. Parker agreed, on behalf of himself and Mr, Seymour, 1 
then considered aU fincUly settled" Now, I ask Mr. Parker whether that 
is correct ? 

The Witness : ^o; certainly not ! 



* What does this incoherent nonsense mean ? To start the company will cost 
i&lOOO— and after it is established, Mr. Parker is to undertake his "share of the 
money 1 ** Mr. Parker had got thus far, when he suddenly stopped, *' thinking — 
evidently imagining,'* — that he had made a mess of it. 

t Tet he makes a charge of fraud based on his recollection of a conversation. 
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Then Captain Greene is wrong in that etatement f 

He is in error 1 

" In July of that year I accidentally met Mr. Seymonr, and mentioned 
to him my wish that we should assist in establishing a company to work 
the patent, telling him that a thousand pounds would be required for 
preliminary expenses." Now, did you never understand from Captain 
Greene, directly or indirectly, that my bargain was that I was to ^have so 
much of his interest, provided I spent ^1,000 ? 

No, 

Master Greene (to Mr. Seymour) : I suppose you mean to call Captain 
Greene. 

Mr. Setmottr : I hope the court will caU him. 

Master Greene : Oh, no ! that is not our intention.*^ 

Master Slade : Of course ; you ought to call Captain Greene to prove 
these statements. 

Mr. Seymour : This statement will be in evidence, and I hope Captain 
Greene will come. 

Master CMallbY : Mr. Seymour is only cross-examining him now upon 
statements made by Captain Greene, and he has a right to ask him whether 
that is true or not ; but we can take no notice of them unless Captain 
Greene states them to us personally. 

Mr. Seymour : The Bench will bear this in mind : what I state with 
regard to Captain Greene is this — ^my position is this ; — ^he was disappointed 
at the company not coming out. After this I was obliged to give it up, 
after Mr. Parker left it ; I was not equal, owing to the difficulties I was 
involved in early in 1856, to doing it by myself, and therefore Captain 
Greene and I have not been on terms of friendship and intimacy ; and 
if the gentlemen of the Bench think I should call him, they must re- 
member he is not my witness in the sense of being a friend, but only as a 
man. of honour. 

By Mr. Seymour : Will you allow me, Mr. Pjirker, to call your attention 
to this: Captain Greene says, "I always understood Mr, Parker was to 
have half Mr. Seymour's interest in the patents ?" 

Master Greene : That is a plain statement. 

By Mr. Seymour : I ask, Mr. Parker, whether nothing was ever said 
with reference to the position in which you and I were placed with reference 
to each other ? 

If the company were carried out I was to become a shareholder (/). As 
to the rest, I do not know (/). 

The last question I will ask you to-night is this : Did you not know that 
the consideration for ray having half Greene's interest was the expenditure 
of ^1,000 on the preliminary expenses of the company, and the considera- 
tion for your having half my interest was your giving me the cheque for 
;£500 ? 

No. 

Mr. Seymour : Then I will ask you no more ! 

Re-examined by the BENCH. 
By Master Slade : I think, injustice^ to Mr. Seymour, this ought to be 
put to Mr. Parker. (To the Witness.) Bearing in mind what we have 
heard of Mr. Seymour's statement, did you at any time buy Mr. Seymour's 
interest in the patent for j£600 ? 



♦ Should it not to be the duty of a "parentaP' tribunal to call an important 
witness even though it was believed his evidence would favour the accused I 

f Mr. Seymour has never been able to perceive where lay the "justice" of the 
learned Bencher *8 question. That the answer would be " no" was self-evident. 
Besides, Mr. Seymour never said that Mr. Parker was to buy hie interest /| 
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No ; I had nothing to do with the patent. 

By Master O'Maixbt : What I want to know a little more specifically is 
this :— At the time you gave your cheque for £500, were you aware of any 
arrangement by which Mr. Seymour had undertaken to produce £1,000 for 
preliminary expenses ? 

No, sir. , 

Are you quite sure ? 

I am quite certain of it He was to place £600 and I was to place £500 
as a depk)6it, in order to show good fiuth with Major BeniowskL 

Will you allow me to ask you further, what did you mean by saying that, 
in case the company was not formed, and the £1,000 was spent, the £1,000 
was to be a charge on Captain Greene's share ? 

That is, sir, in case we did not get subscribers to the company— -to get 
the capitaL 

Did you not mean by that, in case the £1,000 was expended— in case, 
the words of your letter are — in case the company shoula not be formed 
and the money should be spent ? 

No, sir ; I DO not thikk it bats that (!). 

Allow mo 

I mtght have writtien a careless letter ! ♦ 

Just allow me. The words are these :-— " The £1,000 is to be a charge 
upon the share of Mr. Greene in the patent, provided the company is not 
established, and the £1,000 is expended." At the time you wrote this 
letter, did you not contemplate that the £1,000 might be expended, anc^yet 
the company not be established ? 

Certainly not, sir(!). 

Then how do you explain those expressions ? 

I DO NOT KNOW WHAT THE LETTER WAS TO WHICH TOU REFER ! 

Have you a copy of the letter I 

Where is my letter ? 

Mr. Seymour : That is his letter. 

Master Chambers : That was evidently an answer to a letter. 

Mr. Setmour : I have got no copy of a letter previous to that. 

Mr. Chambers : *' The £1,000 '' is quite dearly an answer to a letter 
which made particular reference to £l,OOO.t 

Master Greene : The particular £1,000 spoken of in the letter. 

The Witness : I wrote short letters, and no doubt that 

(By Master O'Mallet) : That is with reference to some letter which Mr. 
Seymour had written to you with reference to this £1^000 ? 

Yes, sir ; the £1,000. 

Mr. Setmour : I told the Court, that is one of the infirmities of my un- 
fortunate position — I have not one document 

Master O'Mallet : Beally, Mr. Seymour, the observation I was making 
was in your favour. 

Mr. Seymour : I was begging 

Master CMalley : I would scarcely be guilty of the injustice to call on 
you to produce a letter when the gentleman is before the Committee. (To 
the witness) : I mean iMa ; that it is perfectly plain that Mr. Seymour must 
have written to you upon the subject of the £1,000 in question. Well, now, 
the point at issue between you and Mr. Seymour is this ; you allege that 
tiie £1,000 was to be deposited as a pledge to Captain Greene 

The Witness : Beniowski. 



* He has already said he was himself a '* careless fellow." Now his letters 
are " careless" too. 

t See noie,'po6t, p. 141. 

18 
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To Major Beniowski of the sinoerity of yourself and Mr. Seymour of 
your purpose to engage in this company, if it could be carried out. 

Precisely. 

Mr. Seymour, on the other hand, says that the jflOOO was advanced for 
the purpose of enabling him to redeem a pledge, by which he had under- 
taken to produce ^£1000 for the purpose of being expended in preliminary 
expenses. Well^ here is in your nandwriting : " The JlOOO is to be a 
charge upon the share of Mr. Oreene in the patent, provided the company 
is not established and the ;£1000 is expended. Tou see, in your view of 
the case, the £1000 was not to be expended tmlesa the company was estab- 
lished. In Mr. Seymour's view it was to be expended before the company 
was established. Now, what did you mean by saying, that " provided th& 
company is not establif^ed and the j£1000 is expended V' 

Master "Whttb : i think the " not^^ is by mistake,* 

Master Chambers: Mr. Ftoker has been asked several times. The 
whole thing depends upon the conversation between two parties in rail- 
way-train, street, and shop ! If this is a letter of Mr. Parker's, it does 
help us to interpret the meaning of those converaationa 

Master Greene : How can we imderst^nd it without seeing the letter it 
was in answer to ? 

Master Chambers : It must be an answer to a letter which mentioned a 
specific £1000. We have no £1000 before us but the £1000 composed 
of one £500 of Mr. Parker's and one £500 of Mr. S^rmour's. 

Master Bodwell : We have that £1000. 

Master Chambers : Mr. Parker assumed that it was that £1000, perhaps ; 
but I defy anv other interpretation to be put upcm it than that it was 
some sum of £1000 which uie two correspondents luiew and understood ; 
and the only £1000 about which they were writing was the £1000 be- 
fore us. 

Master Bagshawe : If this discussion is to go on, we shall not have done 
to-night. 

Master Treasurer : I think we had better not discuss it. 

Master Slade : Does Mr. Seymour wish to ask any other question ? 

Mr. Seymour : No, sir. 

Master Treasurer : Then what do you propose to do with reference to 
Mr. Parker's examination ? ^ 

Mr. Seymour : It is nine o'clock now ; do you intend to go on ? 

Master Treasurer : Have you finidied your cross-examination alto- 
gether, or do you wish to resume it ? 

Mr. Seymour : I wish to resume it. There is one question I wish to ask 
before he leaves. Does he remember calling upon me at Brighton ? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Did you call on me in the early morning ? 

Yes ; before you were up. 

Master O'Malley : It is most important that we should have this letter ; 

this is so AMAZINGLY IMPORTANT ! 

Mr. Seymour : It is another branch of the subject. 

Master O'Malley*: It is so very important that we should have it. 

Mr. Seymour : / am positively HI ; 1 am very unwell; I hope you will 
. adjoum.t 

Master 0*Malley : You are aware that you said you were prepared to 
proceed with all possible speed ? 



♦ Mr. Parker is never without a friend in the hour of need ! 

t In the whole conduct of the Benchers, as a body, towards Mr. Seymour, 
nothing seems so harsh as their insisting on going further with evidence on that 
night. Mr. Seymour had come wearied from the Circuit Committee, and this 
examination of Mr. Parker was long, and exciting to the last degree. 
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Mr, Seymour : I did. 

[Mr. Seymoor was thea subjected to a cross-examination of considerable 
Beverity, about why^ when, and by whom the copy of the letter was made ! — 
B.*R, pp. 37, 38, 39.1 

Master Bodwell : 1 asked the (j^uestion whose handwriting is that in ? 

Mr. Setmour : Oh ! that copy is in the handwriting, I think, of Mr. 
Simkins, Linklater's managing clerk. 

Master Eodwell : When did he make that copy ? 

Mr. SsTMOUR : Oh, a long time ago. 

Master Slaob : With what object ? 

Mr. SsTMOUR : I told the Bench the other day that. 

Master Bodwell : This wa^ made a long time ago : with what object 

iras it made ? 

« « * « « « «« 

Mr. Setmour : I can answer that question by applying to my solicitors. 

Master O'Mallet : But you could not say when i 

Mr. Setmour : It is three years ago ; and I could not answer it off 
hand. I do say this most solemnly ; I meant to read every scrap I had 
connected with the matter. That letter, hy some accident or other, was not 
read — ^the original was not here. When I left my chambers, goinff over to 
the Committee, I looked over all the documents I could find, and I found 
this copy. I have no doubt I will be able to find the original. 

Master O'Mallet : Excuse me for saying that you have stated, at this 
moment, that the other night, when you were making your address to us, 
that you took that and put it by, because you h^ not the original to 
produce. 

Mr. Setmour : Yes. 

Master 0*Mallet : Then why did you not, after finding that copy and 
putting it by, make a search for the original ? 

Mr. Setmour : I have made a search to-day for all the orifi^lnals. 

Master Baqshawe : If the original can be iound, we are fighting a shadow. 
Can you give us a statement of when it was,- and why Mr. Simkins made 
that copy ? Was it with reference to the proceedings before Commissioner 
Evans, or in the action ?* 

Mr. Setmour : I think it was with reference to taking the opinion of 
Serjeant Shee. 

Master Sladb : Of what ? 

Mr. SEtMOUR : The opinion of Serjeant Shee, in 1858. 

Master Bodwell : When was his opinion taken ? 

Mr. Setmour : I cannot say ; I beUeve in June, 1858. 

Master Slade : That would be set out in the case submitted to Serjeant 
Shee. 

Master Bodwell : / cannot understand the letter / 

Master Slade : This copy was made three years ago. 

Master O'Mallet : Mr. Seymour will undertake to produce that letter. 

Mr. Setmour : I will undertake to produce it ; either it, or the gentle- 
man who made this copy. 

Master Treasurer : Does any one wish to ask any further questions of 
Mr. Parker ? 

The Witness; I beg to repudiate before the Bench any ill-feeling 
towards Mr. Seymour, and I am sure that they will acquit me of any.t 

(The Witness mthdrew.) 



* Still Master Bagshawe himself goes on '* fighting with a shadow !" 

t The fourth time ! The Bench gave Mr. l^arker no answer to this appeal. 
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(Mr. LUSHy Q.C.> atiended/or the first time at this Meeting as Counsel for 

Mb. SEYMOUR) 
[12th Meeting, p. 1.] 

Master (^Mallet : You will see in the notes a letter of Mr. Parker's, in 
which he states, ** The j£l,000 is to be a charge upon the share of Mr. 
Greene, provided the company is not established, and t^e £lfiOO is 
exnendea." 

Mr. Lush : I remember. It is dated on the 17th October : it is in the 
Third Meeting. 

Mr. Sbtmour : Yes ; it was read at the Third Meeting. 

Master Tbsasureb : Mr. Lush, you attend here, I thin^ for Mr. Seymour. 
We do not propose to hear you to-night unless you desire it. We propose 
to examine Mr. Parker. The managers also proposed to examine Mr. 

H , but he has written to say that he cannot come. The only thing 

we intend to do, therefore, to-night is to examine Mr. Parker upon some 
points on which his evidence was supposed to require further explanation.^ 

Mr. LtJSH : I do not propose to address you to-night : there is hardly 
time. 

Master Gbeeke : Of course we will consult your convenience in appoint- 
ing a day. 

Mr. Lush : Thankvou ; then you will appoint a time hereafter. 

Master Greene : There is only one witness, as far as we know, to exa- 
mine — ^Mr. Parker ; and the only purpose we have in examining him is to 
ask him to explain the circumstances connected with that letter of the 17th 
October, one at page 2 of the Fourth Meeting, 148, in red ink (antej p. 134), 
and the other letter is a letter of the 10th of March, 1861, which Mr. 
Seymour read at rather a late period of Mr. Parker's examination. 

Mr. PABKEB toas eaUed in, 

[12th Meeting, p. 3.] 

Master O'Mallbt : This is the letter I referred to : " The ^1,000 is to 
be a charge upon the share of Mr. Greene, provided the company is not 
establish^ and ihe £lfiOO is expended." "* 

Master Greene : That is one of the three letters. The other letter is in 
pa«e 11 of the Third Meeting, page 86, in red ink. " Great Baddow House, 
loSi March, 1861. My dear Sir,— I am not well enough to leave home, 
but Mr. Bees, of Messrs. Wilde and Co.'s house, of College Hill, wiU wait 
upon you, if you will give him an amx)intment ; and anything he arranges 
with you for me I will adopt." (To the Witness.) Now, those were the 
two letters, Mr. Parker. That letter, which we have in our possession, 
will be pu t into your hands. 

Tlie Witness : Yes, sir. 

Master Greene : And the other letter is the letter of the 10th March, 
J861, which, I believe, Mr. Seymour has. We have not got that letter. . 

Master 0*Mallet : First deal with the one of October. 

Master Greene : Tlie 17th of October, 1866. 

Mb. Seymour : The other was a reply of Captain Greene to me. I 
thought the Bench were in possession of it. 

Master Greene : No ; I think not. 



* Mr. Parker gave his former evidence on the 17th of June. He was now 
re-called on the 15th of November ! He had five months to reflect on what he 
had stated, and he had an opportunity given to him to explain, if he could, his 
extraordinary conduct in persisting to deny that he knew, what his own letters 
proved him to have known, the purpose to which the £1000 was to be applied. 
His second appearance was even more &tal to his case than the first ; and makes 
the "judgment" of the Benchers still more unaccountably unjust ! 
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Master O'Mallet : The Bench onoe had this letter of 10th March, 1861. 

Master Greene : It was addressed to Mr. Seymour. 

Mr. Setmour : There is another letter of Captain Greene's ; that also 
refers to the £1,000. 

Master Greene (To the Witness) : Be good enough to read that letter 
attentively {handing the letter of the 17 th October, 1855, to him). 

The Witness : ITes, sir. (The Witness read the letter,) Yes, sir ; that is 
my writing. 

(By Master Greene) : Do you wish to give any explanation of the cir- 
cumstances under which you wrote that letter ? 

I should like to see the letter that Mr. Digby Sejnnour wrote to me, that 
caused that to be written to him. That is 1855 — 17th Oct., 1855 ; it was 
written by me in Pall Mall, where I was. 

SBy Master Treasurer) : Was it written in reply to a letter from him ? 
]t was written in reply, no doubt, sir ; no dottbt, sir. 

Well, I do not know about " no doubt ;" you say so. 

I do say so. 

(By Mr. Lush) : You say it was ? 

I do. 

(By Master Treasurer) : And are you in possession of the letter to 
which that is an answer ? 

I scarcely know, sir. I have sot my managing clerk up here with many 
letters ; but I have never looked into a paper ; I merely stated what I 
knew before the Honourable Benchers without looking or referring to a 
sinale paper,* 

Master Sir L. Peel : Would it not be well only to ask Mr. Parker 
questions upon matters on which you require explanation ? 

Master O'Malley : If you like, the Ti^urer will ask him. 

(By Master Treasurer) (To the Witness) : Would you like to have that 
ascertained before you give any explanation of the contents of that letter ? 

I should like to see the letter I received from Mr. Digby Seymour, 
because I have no doubt it is written— evidently, it shows it was written 
in great haste, 

(By Master Greene) : Would it not be better to bring your letters into 
the room and search among them ? 

Yes. That is the letter I have already said I know nothing off 

Mr. J. W. WILSON was called in. 
[12th Meeting, p. 5.] 

By Master O^Mallet (To Mr, Wilson) : Have you found among the 
papers of Mr. Parker any letters from Mr. Digby Seymour about the date 
of or previous to the 17th of October, 1855 ? 

The Witness (Mr. Wilson) : No, sir. 

So that this letter would appear, as fieur as your search goes, not to be in 
answer to one received by Mr. Parker ? 

Quite so.% I know nothing of that letter. 

By Master Greene (To Mr, Parker) : Then, with regard to that other 
letter, Mr. Parker ? 



* And yet Mr. Parker is perpetually exclaiming for the *' litera scripta/* and 
admitted he had •* no memory for conversation." 
f Mr. Wilson also said he knew nothing of it. It will be seen presently it was 

COPIED IN A MAOHIHB ! 

X It was not written in answer to a letter of Mr. Seymour^ It was written in 
consequence of a conversation between Mr. Seymour and Mr. Parker, as to 
whether the JfilOOO w^ to be a ** lien" or to be a " charge,** which led to Mr. Parker 
communicating with Captain Greene, as appears by the extracts given by Captain 
Greene, under date Oct. 13th. 



142 MB. MGBT SBYMOUE's VrKDICATION. 

Master Trbasurer : Now that letter is disposed of, are yoa going to 
ask any questions ? Have you any other question to ask upon tiiis 1 

Master O'Mallby : I should like to ask ope question. {To the Witness, 
Mr. Parker.) You see, Mr. Parker, what Mr. Seymour says is, that the 
£1,000 which you and he subscribed was £1,000 not to be lodged as a 
securUtfy as surmised by you, hut £1,000 to he expended in getting out a 
compa/ ny. 

The Witness : If Mr. Seymour says so, it is thoroughly false /* 

Wait, wait. Now, the words of your letter are, " The £1,000 is to be a 
charge upon the sluu-e of Mr. Greene in the patent, provided the company 
is not established, and the £1,000 is expended." The language of your 
letter contemplates the spnding of the £1,000, without the company suc- 
ceeding in being established ? 

That would he, Mr. Bencher, the conclusion you draw from it ; that 
means your conclusion ; But it is not the understanding upon which I gave 
him the £500. 

That is what we want to know. I do not want to vex you. 

No, you won't indeed, sir ; no, not at all ; anything you like to ask me 
I shall be happy to answer. 

I wish to asK you for the explanation. 

The explanation is — I fancy this letter was in my hands before ; and I 
said I wanted to see the letter to which that was an answer. I wrote that 
in a great hurry, most likely in Pall Mall— not fully stating what his letter 
was to which that was the answer — and I wrote shortly to him ; but the 
money that I gave into Mr. Digby Sejrmour's hands was to be placed and 
to be deposited at 5 per cent, in the bank^ I left him, after having written 
the cheque in the stationer's shop, and Mr. Digby Sejrmour did me the dis- 
honour to cross-examine me upon that point, asking me whether it was the 
right or the left of the street, before the honourable members of the 
Northern Circuit. I said it was upon the left, but Mr. Di^by Seymour 
must have known perfectly well upon which side of the street it was. I was 
incjuired of whether there was not somebody that met me at the station at 
Brighton. I said, no. Whether there was not somebody in t the stationer's 
shop besides the stationer and myself I said, no. It must have been 
known to Mr. Digby Seymour at the time when he asked me the questioi^ 
that the money was placed in his hands pavable to self. I thought, trusting 
as I would the honour of every member of the bar, I trusted in his honour 
that that was carefully deposited in the way in which he said it should be ; 
not only did I do that, trusting to the honour of Mr. Digby Seymour, but 
another transaction, another matter, certain shares, that I had to deal with 
him X • 

By Mr. Lush : I do not know to what extent we are going. 

No, sir ; it showed the amount of confidence I placed in him, and which 
possibly might have been misplaced. 

By Master Treasurer : How came you to write it was to be a charge 
on tne share of Captain Greene in case of the company not being estab- 
lished, and the £1,000 being expended ? 

That was*in the event of the scheme not being carried out, that was to be 

fid. I had not read the Bltbe Book (/). When 1 read the Blue Book (/) ; 
had not read the Blue Book (.'), and when I saw that evidence before 
the House of Commons on the subject, I immediately repudiated the whole 
of Major Beniowski's sheme. 

* It is Mr. Parker AiwweZ/that says so in this letter I Was it *' thorouirhly 
falser 

f Mr. Seymour did not ask him that question. 

t Again Mr. Parker ran away from the question, and repeated the old lesson, 
which he seemed to have got by heart. 
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Master Greens : I really tbink we have gone feur euoagh ; the letter 
speaks for itself. 

By Master Treasurer : Is that in your handwriting — ^the words inter- 
lined? 

{After looking at the letter.) Fes^ sir. 

(By Mr. Lush) : Is that the letter in qnestion *in which that is inter* 
Uned? 

I have rather a question about that ^ paid up !" 

(By Master O'Mallbt) : What 1 

Master Treasurer : The words " paid up." They are interlined. 

Yes, sir ; and they are different ink* 

(By Master Treasurer) : " Paid up ,•" and I should like to know what 
that means. Is that your handwriting ? It looks something like it. 

It does^ eir; but it was evidently interlined afterwards. 

Yes ; interlined after the letter was first written. 

I do not question it ; it is ver^ likely to be. 

(By Master Bovill) : Have you any recollection of writing it in a hurry ? 

I am sure, by the writing of it, it was written in a hurry. I dare say, 
knowing Mr. Digby Seymour as I did intimately, I scratched that letter off 
when I was in Pall Mail. 

It would rather seem from this that the expenditure of the £l(XX) at 
some time or other was contemplated. 

Yes, sir ; if I joined the company, sir. 

Yes? 

If I entertained it ; but I had not entertained it at that time ; and I re- 
pudiated it directly after I read the Blue Book, 

" ^rhe ;£l(X)0 is to be a charge upon the share of Mr. Greene, provided 
•the^ company is not established, and the j£lO(X) is expended." Then, it 
would seem, according to this (I do not know what you meant, but what 
the ordinary interpretation would be I know), but it contemplates that 
the company might not be established, and yet that the j£1000 might be 
expended. 

WeU, sir. 

It contemplates, you see — I do not know whether I understand it rightly 
or wrongly — but the ordinary meaning of the words id, that the company 
might not be established, and yet the £1(KX) might be expended. 

That is in the event of my joining the company. 1 never joined the 
company. 

It says : " Provided the company is not established, and the £1(XX) is 
expended." So, it would seem, at the time you wrote this, rightly or 
wrongly ; but according to the meaning of these words, it was contemplated 
that the company might not be established, and yet that the £l(XX) might 
be expended. 

I quite agree with you, that might be so ; that might be the conclusion 
to be drawn from it ; but still he was never to touch the £l,(XX) that was 
to he deposited in mr NA^£,t and to remain there at five per cent, interest 
in my name. He was to deposit £500, and I had previously given him the 
cheque for j6600, and I thought that the money was secured* in my nam>e, 
for I had deposited £500. 

(By Master O' Mallet) : Do I understand, Mr. Parker, that this money 
was to be spent provided you joined the scheme ? Do you mean to say 



* Again, like the '' doubt'' about Capt. Greene's handwriting, he tries to throw 
out a miserable imputation ! The *' different inks *' of the two words show it was 
not ** a careless letter." 

This is a new version altogether ! It was " both names" up to this ! 
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that you had written down the terms upon which that money was to be 
used? 

I never wrote down any terms as to the d]C9)osition of the money. The 
jS&OO was to show to Major Beniowski that there was bona fides in the 
transaction : that was what Mr. Digby Seymour said to me, that Major 
Beniowski would not go on with the scheme tmless we could show that 
tiiere was a sum of £1,000 deposited, and my money was merely a guarantee 
of faithfulness ; and I proyided £500 to show that it was right. 

(By Master Grebnwood) ; What £1,000 ? 

£500 ; and Mr. Digby Seymour was to place tdmself £500. That was 
what the meaning was, you know; — a haky letter, written off, I thought 
his£500 was inthesame way ; itwas not to bb onb amaloahatkd fund -* 
my £500 was merely placed there as a guarantee of good fedth that wt 
meant to carry the thing out if 1 approved of it 1 

(By Master Grebnb) : Do you mean that you thought your £500 stood 
in the same position as Mr. Digby Seymour's £500 with regard to the 
establishment of the company ? 

Cebtainlt not, sir !t 

l^^ter 0*A£allbt : Is there any other question ? 

(By Master Bovill) : Look at this letter, Mr. Parker. It eeeme tomecu 
if" the £1,000 is expended** had been written afterwa/rds. Look at that, 
and tell me how it is '^ provided the company is not established," and " the 
£1,000 is expended" had been added afterwards. Is that so {handing the 
letter to the Witiiess) ? 

No, sir ; I think that is right. 

(By Master Trbasurbb) : is it all in your handwriting ? 

tthinkso(!) 

(By Master Bovill) : It does not seem written in the same character : 
there is a stop after ^ established V 

Tes, sir ; tnere is that 

Master Grbenb : Have not we exhausted the subject ? 

(By Master Bovill) : Those words seem to me to have been added ; 
that is not a consecutive sentence ? 

It looks to me so, sir. 

Tou see there is a fall stop ? 

{No Answer.) 

Master (yMALLET : Yes, itisaU his handwriting, I have no dotibt. 

Master Bovill : It looks to me so. 

Master (yMALLST : TTie letter all is written in the same hand. 

Cross-examined by Mr. LXJSH. 



Were your offices at that time at 45, Pall Mall 9 

My London offices. 

Were you in the habit of staying there ? 

No, sir ; I had a managing clerk there. 

Wlio was your managing derk ? 

Mr. Bramwell. 

Was this letter in qaestion written from there ? . 

No doubt about it, sir : it was dated from there. 

How often used you to go ? 

Once or twice a week. 



t After this what becomes of " Parker's case T 

* Master Qreene'a question only made Mr. Parker's position worse, for the 
answer is " certainly not." Yet the Benchers went on with this charge ! ! ! 
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Where did 70U keep your correspondence upon this matter ? 

/ do not suppose I kept it at all. 

Did you 1 Can you tell ine whether you kept it or not ?^ , 

Well, I think it is very likelif not. 

Have you searched ? 

I did not write to him as a matter of business. 

Have you searched ? 

No ; I HAVE KBVER LOOKED AFTER A PAPER.* 

Then you have not searched to see whether it was an answer to a letter 
from him ? 

I have no doubt it was. 

Have you searched for his letter ? 

No, sir. 

You have not ? 

No, sir. 

Where would it be ? 

/ do not know. 

Where were they kept at that time ? 

Most likely in my pocket in Pall MalL This I took as a private matter ; 
a matter between one gentleman and another, and I dia not make it a 
matter of attorney's business. 

Have you your office at Pall Mall now ? 

No, sir. 

Then you have not searched to see whether there was a letter from Mr. 
Seymour or not ? 

No, sir. 

Have you searched to see whether you have any letters from Captain 
Greene f 

No, sir. 
. Master O^IifALLET : Mr. Lush is here as counsel for Mr. Digby Seymour. 
He is not one of the Benchers. 

(By Mr. Lush) : Have you any letters from Captain Greene ? You 
know Captain John Greene connected with this matter ? 

Yes, sir. 

Have you any letters from him ? 

Mr. Wilson is here with the papers ; he can produce them. 

Will you be kind enough to tell me whether you have a letter from Cap- 
tain Greene, dated October 13th, 1855 ? 

Yes, sir ; Mr. Wilson will look. 

While that is being searched for, allow me to ask whether you kept 
copies of letters you wrote on this subject to any one ? 

1 have no doubt I have copies of letters. 

You have no doubt you have ? 

After a certain date. 

Well, in the month of October, 1865 ? Have you copies of those letters 1 

I think it is very questionable. (After a pause,) Oh ! after that, sir. 

What date? 

You said — what date ? 

October, 1856 ? 

/ cannot teU what time^ sir. 

Were they copied in a book ? 



* Though he knew he was going to support a charge of fraud against Mr. Sey- 
mour; or rather was weak enough to allow others to incite him to do so at the 
last moment ! But, in point of fact, Mr. Parker produced every scrap of paper, 
however confidential, that could tell against Mr. Seymour. He only failed to 
produce what might help Mr. Seymour's case. 

19 
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No doubt tiiey were tak^i off at a press. 

You had a press at that time. 

'tantamount to one> I think, since 1856. I did not keep any letters 
scarcely previotls. 

What 1 want to know is, whether you preyiously kept any letters on that 
subject ? 

I have no doubt I have since then. 

In October, 1865 ? 

I queition that. 

Will you tell me that ) 

(No answer) 

While your clerk is searching for that, will you tell me whether you can 
remember whether you have copies of letters you wrote to Captain Greene 
in October, 1855 ? 

No, sir ! I cannot tell you, 1856. 

Your memory does not enable you to say ? I presume your memory is 
not good ? 

Oh, yes ; it is good. I did not until I felt» you know, that all was not 
straight. 

Until you felt that all was not straight you did not keep copies ? 

No ; I did not keep copies of Mr. Digby Seymour's letters at the onset. 
I did not ; I felt perfectly secure. 

I am not asking you about that ? To Captain Greene ? 

I do not know. I will make that search. 

Has your clerk been able to find any letter from Mr. Digby Seymour ta 
which that is an answer ? 

Master O'Malley : No ; he says no. 

Mr. Lush : I first of all asked whether he had a letter from Captain 
Greene. 

Master O'Mallet : Yes ; he is looking for that : it seems he was ex- 
amined before upon that. 

The Witness {Mr, Wilson) : October, 1866 ? 

By Mr. Lush : Ay ! about that date, about the 17th October I 

I do not think there is any such letter. 

Have you any letters from Captain Greene ? 

I have ; and they are mostly directed to myself. 

That may be the same thing. Have you any letter dated October the 
13th, 14th, 15th, or 16th ? 

No, sir, I have not ; I have in November. 

That is not the date. Have you no letters frt)m Captain Greene at all 
in October ? 

No, sir, I have not. 

Have you gone through them, and seen whether 

I have been through tnem. 

Have you any letter from Captain Greene in October, 1865 ? 

I do not find one. I do not recollect one. Mr. Parker, as I stated in 
my evidence here, was extremely iU ; and I wrote to and saw Captain 
Greene personally ; but I do not recollect anything about letters between 
Mr. Parker and Captain Greene. 

That may be. Have you any ? 

No ; I have not. 

(Mr. PABKEE'S Examination continued,) 

By Mr. Lush : ^Now, Mr. Parker, allow me to ask you, have you any re- 
collection of interviews you had in 1856 with Captain Greene ? 

Noy sir; 1 could not fix any date, I saw Captain Greene two or three 
times.* 

By Master CMallbt : In October ? 
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{No Aruwer,) 

By Mr. Lush : Can yon tell the date ? 

1 cannot tell the date. I will 

Can you remember at all any interviews you had with Mr. Seymour in 
October, 1865 ? 

You »ee you are fixing me dovon to the date of the month and vear. 

Yes J lam. Have you any recollection of interviews with mx. Seymour 
in October, 1855 ? 

Well, if you fix me down to that date, I must be a^ punctilious as you are, 
sir/Jf you ^x me down to October, 1855, 1 must look back to my papers. 
/ have covne here^ as I assure you, through the whole proceedings vnthout 
looking through a single paper to refresh my recollection /* 

Have you anv papers to refresh your recollection I 

If I look back to my diaries I might have. 

Have you any letters 9 

I dare say I have. 

Have you them here 9 * 

No. 

Will you do me the favour to look at them ? 

I will ; but I do not know that I can tell you this. 

You tell me that you may have diaries that may refresh your recoHec- 
tion. I want to ascertain the whole truth of the matter. If you have any 
diaries that may have any entries of interviews with Captain Greene, will 
you be kind enough to look back at them ? Where are they ? 

I cannot tell. 1 suppose where I was at that time. 

Were you in the habit of making entries in your diary ? 

1^0, sir. 

What made you appeal to your diary ? 

I say I may, upon looking at my diary, see where I was in this particular 
month. 

Have you looked ? 

I have looked at rwtking. As I told you before, I came up before the 
Benchers to give unbiassed evidence. 

You have said that before. Were you in the habit of noting down in 
any boo k 

No, sir. *• 

Your interviews with Captain Greene ? You did not ? 

I did not. 

When were you taken iU ? What period of the year 1855 ? 

Well, sir, I really can hardly teU you (!), but I think about that time* 

What time ? 

About the latter end of September, I think, as near as I can tell. 

Very well. 

I really cannot, you know, charge my memory with the exact date. 

Now, do you remember writing to Captain Greene in October, 1855 ? 

I might have done so, sir. 

Ah ! I know you might. Have you a recollection ? What is your 
mind as to that ? ' I want to know that. Did you write to Captain Greene ? 

Perhaps you would show me the letter. 
• In October, 1855. Tell me this : have you a recollection of writing this ? 
" Dear Sir, I have had an iNTBEViEwf with Mr. Seymour. The ^1,000, 
and any other advance made, must be secured upon the patents." 

Master O^Mallet : What is the date of that ? 

" ■ ' ■ ■■ ^ ■»■ — ^ Mtmrn m , ■■ » M i II il i ■■■^■■■■« ■■■■ ■ ■ ■ i . ■ - pi ^ii^. ■ ■ ,^ „ ^ „ , j ■■,— ,^^ 



* Surely, this is a confession very little to the credit of the witness were It ever 
80 true I 

t " An interview," not a letter. He denied in his former examination that 
he had any interview on the subject ! 
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Mr. Lush : The date of that is the IZth of October, 1855 — Fourth Meeting, 
page 9. (To the Witness,) Have you a recollection of writing a letter to 
that eflTect ? What is .your recollection upon it 1 

The WiTNBSS : I should like to see the letter th&t Mr. Greene wrote 
to me. 

Yes. Will you tell me whether you have any recollection or no of writing 
a letter to that effect ? ^ I have had an interyiew with Mr. Seymour. The 
^1,000, and any other advance made, must be secured upon the patents." 

Master 0*Mallky : That is one which Captain Greene gives as an ex- 
tract froQ^lie letter. 

The Witness : As an extract ? I should like to see the whole letter. 

(By Mr. Lush) : Pardon me ; answer my question. Have you a recol- 
lection of writing that to Captain Greene f 

I may or J mc^ not have £me it 

Master CyMALLEX : Excuse me, Mr. Lush ; you speak of it as embodied 
in his letter on the page here. 

Mr. Lush : Oh ! I oeg your pardon. I am reading the words from 
page 9. 

Master OIkIallet : Mr. Parker had not page 9 before him. 

Master Green b : Mr. Parker should have had page 9 put into his hands. 

Master Treasurer : That is what Mr. Lush refers to. 

Mr. Lush : I am appealing to the witness's recollection. 

Master O'Mallet : Quite so. 

Mr. Lush : Certainly I did ; and I am reading the veiy words from thi^t 
letter. 

Master (^Malley : It is not a letter from Mr. Parker you are reading 
from. 

Mr. Lush : It is. 

Master O'Malley : It is a letter from Captain Greene, containing a pas- 
sage from a letter of Mr. Parker's. 

Mr. Lush : And 1 am assuming that he had written a letter to that effect 

Master O'Malley : Mr. Parker is under the impression that it is a letter 
of his. 

Mr. Lush : If the letter is in existence, I hope Captain Greene will enable 
me to produce it to you. I am assuming that it is in existence. I am ap- 
peal to his recollection. I wish to test his memory. 

Master Greene : This woidd be in Mr. Seymour's possession. 

Mr. Seymour : I produced the letter. 

Mr. Lush : That purports to contain the extract from the letter from 
Mr. Parker to Captain Greene. 

Master CMallet : Captain Greene would have that. 

Mr. Lush : Has he a recollection of having written such a letter as that ? 
Because Mr. Parker's reooUection is a material element here, (To the Wit- 
ness.) Did you write this letter ? "I have had an interview with Mr. 
Seymour. The £1,000, and any other advance made, must be secured upon 
the patents." 

The Witness : I should like to see the letter, sir. 

Tell me, Mr. Parker, have you a recollection of writing it ? 

I may, or may not, have done it ! 

Have you a recollection of it ? I want to know what your memory is ? 

I sometimes got a letter, and I did not treat it as a matter of business ; 
and I could not answer it. 

Have you, or not ? 
Very fikely, or not. 

Have you, or not ? or is your mind a blank upon it ? 

I have no doubt I had a correspondence with him in the same way — 
correspondence like this. This is a simple extract from a letter, which 
wants an explanation of why it was written, and how it was written. 
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That does not touch my question. What I ask is this: Do you recollect, 
or not, having written such a letter ? 

Master O'Mallet : I think if Mr. Parker would look to the date of that 
letter, and look to^the terms of his own letter of the 17th of October, 
written to Mr. Digby Sejrmour a few days after, it wotUd settle that. ' 

Mr. Lush : I should much rather have had Mr. Parker's mind upon it. 

The Witness : I have not looked at the papers, you know, and I wish 
to be careful. 

(By Mr. Lush) : Soyou have told me. 

This is a Court of nonour ; and I wish the matter to be so condiLcted, I 
came up here. The tfed * 

Never mind the effect of it. Do you recollect ? 

Well, sir, produce the letter. 

That is not an answer to my question. Do you remember it or not ? 

I do not remember it in those words. 

Very well. Do you recollect having an interview with Mr. Digby Sey- 
mour about that date ? 

M/ 

You do not ? Kow, then, you say you have no letter of Captain Greene. 
What letters did you receive from Captain Greene ? 

I do not know what letters I may have received of Mr. Greene ; I 
scarcely know what has become of them. / suppose they are destroyed now I 

Have you any recollection of having destroyed them ? 

Noy no; I should not have destroyed them ; but T do not know where to 
place my hands upon them ; but / did not destroy them.* 

How long were you, Mr. Parker, aside from business ? How long wez^ 
you away, so as not to interfere yourself in the matter ? 

More than a year, sir. 

During that time did Mr. Wilson manage the matters for you ? 

Very much so, under communication at times with me. 

Was there any other clerk that took a part in the management of your 
affidrs? 

I do not know, sir. 

Yes. Only Mr. Wilson ? 

I think only Mr. Wilson. 

Did you keep a copy of that letter of the 17th October ? 
( The letter, sir, that you handed to me ? 

Yes ; was there a copy ? 

It seems as if it was traced. 

Then you have a copy. 

I may have a copy. I am merely answering from memory. It looks as 
if it was traced. 

Wa^ that the way in which you wrote business letters at that tims f f 

YeSy sir. Possibly the marks upon it may be from other tracings I I do 
not know whether I should have had that traced off. 

(By Master O'Mallet) : Had you a tracing machine in Pall Mall ? 

Yes, sir. 

Mr. Lush : We shall see that. 

{The letter was handed to Mr. hush^ and, after he had inspected it, was 

handed back again.) 

The Witness : I can say certainly whether it was traced off or not. 

You can ? 



* He knows he "did not destroy** them, yet he *' supposes they are 
destroyed !" 

t Yet he said before he had no copy, /or he did not regard this as a '* business*' 
tetter.j 
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Yes. I tldnk we have the book at Chdmrford,* 

Will you be good enough to see ? 

Tes, sir. Ify(yii wish me to get up the ccue entirety y I can do it, sir, 

I wish you to let me know the whole case. 

J shall get v/p the whole casey sir. 

"What do you mean ? 

You are putting me now rather upon my trial, and I should rather 
put the whole ease before the Bench, and I shcul occupy your minds entirely; 
and I will bring the whole case before the Benchers from beginning to end. 
/ did not intend to doit be/ore ; but if the Benchers will permit me, if I 
am to be put upon my tiial, I will lay it before them as honourable gentle- 
men. And I am sure, with great respect to you, and without wishing Mr. 
Digby Seymour any ill (!), I will pursue, before the Honourable Benchers, 
that nonourttble course which will be saticrfactory to myself, and which will 
justify me in speaking the truth.f 

Mr. Lush ; 7 thought you had done so ! Will you be good enough to see 
whether you have any entries in your diary with relation to these matters ? 
If you will be kind enough to look at your diary in the meantime, you will 
oblige. 

Master CyMlAiXET : Would it not be well if Mr. Parker allowed his derk 
to take a note ? 

The Witness : I will take a note of anything. 

Master O'Mallrt : Because if that was traced by a copying machine 
in your office, I should like you to look in your book at Chelmsford, and 
see whether you have not also a letter from you to Captain Greene, dated 
Octob^ 13th, 1865, and whether you have not a letter from Captain 
Greene to you in answer to that. Because I find here a letter of thel3t& 
October exactly e^nbodying the same terms that you embody in that letter of 
the 17 th October, 1855, leading generally to the inference tnat there was sfitch 
an understanding between you. 

Mr. Lush : I desire, on behalf of Mr. Seymour, every document and 
every entry that can be found. 

M^er O'Mallet : Whatever you choose to call for, or we choose to 
call for, no doubt Mr. Parker will produce. 

(By Master Treasurer) : Mr. Parker, have you any other statement to 
make ? You said that you desired to get up the case. 

The Witness : / have never looked at toe papers I Iha/oe nefo&r gat up 
the case at aU /% 

(By Mr. Lush) : I have one more question. AUow me to ask you, do 
you remember a letter — (you say you have not found one frx>m Captain 
Greene dated on or about the 13th of October) — do you remember one 
containing these remarks — ** The arrangement I made with Seymour was, 
that in case of the company not succeeding, and £1,000 being expended, 
that sum should be a lien upon my share of the English patents," at page 
9 ? Do you remember receiving a letter to that effect ? 

Yes; I think it is very likely I did, sir,^ I think it is very likely I did, 
sir. 

(By Master Greenwood) : I wish to ask you one question upon this, 
Mr. Parker. In this letter of the 17th of October you say, "The £1,000 



* Can it be that this and other letters, not produced in the first instance by 
Mr. Parker, were all the time in his *' hook at Chelmsford !" 

t Is Mr. Lush too severe when he speaks of an " emaciated mind V* post. 

t Yet every scrap of paper, and every particle of evidence that could he made 
available against Mr. Seymour, had been " got up.*' 

§ If he remembers having received such a letter from Captain Greene, what did 
he mean by saying in his former elimination that he " never heard of such a 
stipulation V 
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]& to be a •charge upon the share of Mr. Greene, provided the company is 
not established, ana the j£l,000 is expended ;" and you say in explanation 
that that was subject to a provision in your mind, not expressed here, and 
not alluded to, namely, if you should entertain the project. I begin at that 
date. What do you call " entertaining the project r' 

Until I could satisfy myself, sir. Veiy likely I had not seen Beniowski's 
paitent at that time, which was in St. Martin's Lane. 

Because you know you are writing two months after some of the money 
was expended. I want to know what tou call entertaining a project, u 
Hfto/ is not entertaining a project ? 

No, sir. The £600 was never to be touched. It was my money, and 
until I ventured into the scheme (I did not venture) ; and till I ventured, 
it was not to be toudied. 

What do you mean t 

Until I thouffht it was a scheme that I could entertain ! 

(Bv Master Sir L. Peel) : I only want to ask Mr. Earker whether 
anything was arranged between Mr. Seymour and himself as to the limits 
within which you were to make up your mind to enter into the transac- 
tion? 

No, sir ; there was no limit I It was not to be touched, sir. 

Might Mr. Seymour have understoood by the lapse of time, that you 
had made up your mind to entertain it ? 

Certainly not. 

What is your reason for saying that ? 

My reason for saying so is, because I never consented to it. My money 
was never to be meddled with. My money was my own — deposited there 
as a guarantee of good fSedth — that if the scheme was entertained bj me, 
that then it was to oe carried on ; it was merely deposited in good faith. 

By Master Greenwood: The expression "entertain" — ^what is the 
meaning of that % 

*^ Entertain " has the common ordinary meaning in speculative affidrs ; 
so 1 did not entertain the scheme (!). 

Tou used it in an unqualified way two months afterwards ? 

That, sir, is the letter I wrote in answer. That was merely in answer to 
a letter from Mr. Digby Seymour ; and I see from my writing, that was 
written iu a hurried mcmner. 

By Master Greene : Mr. Parker seems to have given an explanation as 
far as it goes. There is another letter ? 

Yes, sir ; it went by post. 

You have repeated that answer several times. There is another letter 
referred to at page 11 of the Third Meeting, and it was written after the 
dispute arose, when the action was compromised to some extent, dated 10th 
March, 1861. Will you be good enough to refer to it, Mr. Parker ? It is 
at page 11 of the Tlurd Meeting. 

Yes, sir. 

You see that ? 

Yes, sir. That is to my agents. 

Have you any explanation to offer as to the circumstance which made 
you write that letter ? 

I think, it was very likely this : — ^that a solicitor firom Mr. Digby Sey-^ 
mour came down to me at mddow, and I had a long conversation wim 
him ; and he wished me to say that I compromised the action ; that I was 
to withdraw the declaration or the count in the declaration for fraud. I 
said I wotdd never do it.* I would never do it. I would keep to that 



♦ The solicitor here referred to is Mr. G. W. C. Dean, of 27, New Broad Street, 
He did not go down from Mr. Seymour. He had heard tMs matter rumoured 
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oonnt in the declaration for fraud, and I will stand or fivll hy it ) and I will 
not state what is nntme, when I have the evidences ofcUl those that /know ^ 
matter in dispute,* I will try the question. I will never say I will give 
up that charge of fraud. I will stand by the charge of fraud. 

That was prior to the letter of March, 1861 ? 

Tes, sir ; and then I referred him afterwards to Messrs. Wilde, Bees, 
Humphrey, and Wilde. I did not enter into the matter myself ; but as to 
making untruthful that which was true, I could not do it. 

By Master Gbeeme : Then^ conceiving there wasfravd in the transaction 
between you and Mr. Seymour, you are addressing Mr. Seymour in this 
letter as " My dear sir." Do you give any explanation of the words, " My 
dear sir ?*' And the conclusion of the letter, " Yours very truly V 

TeSy sir. / give this espplanation—that J had not the digktest Hl-feding 
then, any more than I have now, against Mr. Dighy 8eynwwr{^^, 

Bv Mr. Lush : WiU you repeat that f 

Not a particle of Hl-jeeling {\).f 

Mr. Seymour : On the Second Meeting, it will be seen at page 50, 1 read 
bis letter and my reply — my letter to him. 

Master Greene : Inere tbe conclusion of the letter is found, not in the 
page I referred to. 

Sir. Seymour : F^ges 50 and 51 of the Third Meeting. 

Master Greene : ipresume you took it away ? 

Mr. Seymour : I produced it to the Bench. 

Master Greene : I know it was produced. 

By MJr. Lush {To the Witness) : Now, you have said that a gentleman 
came down to you from Mr. Seymour — a solicitor — and, in consequence of 
that, you wrote that letter : am I right ? 

liSwoik it \amostlikely. 

Is that what you said f 

I think it most likely it was wiitten. 

I do not aak you about that letter ; I ask you about the occasion that 
led to the letter. Tou told Master Greene, as I understand you, that a 
gentleman came down to you, and you wrote that letter in answer to his 
application. 



about, and had called on Mr. Seymour to get an explanation. After that, 
happening to know Mr. Parker, and having a cause to try at the Chelmsford 
Assizes, he called to see Mr. Parker purely on his own responsibility. Mr. Dean, 
unfortunately, declined to attend before the Benchers, considering his interriew 
with Mr. Parker as confidential; but when he heard of this statement of Mr. Parker^s, 
he consented to attend before the Northern Circuit Committee. The following is 
an extract from his evidence, directly in antithesis to Mr. Parker, and certainly far 
more consistent with Mr. Parker's letter to Mr. Seymour, written a few days 
before this interview with Mr. Dean : — 

Mr. Dean : ** He (Mr. Parker) replied. With respect to the action, a« far as my 
memory goeSf it was an amicable settlement. There were charges toithdrawn on 
each side, and we signed judgment,* I said, * if you could say that, it would be 
more satikfiictory, because the principal point is that the charge of fraud was 
not withdrawn.' ' Well,' he said, ' I went to see if I had got the papers, and I find 
that I have not, but that is mt rbmbmbbahob.' * * * 

"Mr. SsTMoua {to Mr, Dean) : Having heard an explanation from me in the 
House of Commons, did that explanation and the result of your interview with 
Mr. Parker, agree with regard to the settlement of the action ] 

"Mr. Dean ; Certainly, it did." 

* The truth peeps out here, that he relies on the impressions of others, who 
knew nothing as to the original transaction, but tried to support* Mr. Parker by 
evidence of alleged statements long after by Mr. Seymour. — "Others," means 
Messrs. Wilson and Woollett. 

t The Sixth Ume ! 
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We had a|i interview once, sir, at my house. 

No, no ; biit tell me. 

I want to put the whole matter — ^I do not want to mislead the Benchers 
in any wsty, or you, sir. I want you to know the whole facts. I have 
marsMUled these facta without reference to dates and times (!). But there was 
a gentleman who came down, as he represented to me (possibly he did not 
come from him) ; he represented the matter to me, and I referred him to 
Messrs. Wilde. 

I ask you whether that letter which has been read, of the 10th of March, 
1861, is not in answer to a letter of Mr. Seymour's to you dated the 7th of 
March, 1861 ? 

Yes, very likely. I did not look at the address. 1 think it very likely 
I wrote that to Mr. Seymour. 

But in answer to a letter from him, not a call frem his solicitor ? 

Yes^ sir ; I had his solicitor down there.* 

Now, Mr. Parker, will you undertake to say that was not written in 
answer to a letter from Mr. Seymour ? 

Master Grbbnb : 10th March, 1861. You will find it better set out at 
page 51 of the Second Meeting ; the whole letter is there set out. 

(By Mr. Lush) : You will see a letter at page 50 — " My dear Sir, I 
feel much disappointed at not seeing you ; still more so, because not 
many hours ' 

Master Greene : He has not got the passage : you had better wait. 

Mr. Lush : Oh ! very well. 

The Witness : Yes, sir ; I find I have a letter, as you said. 

(By Mr. Lush) : You have got it ? 

I have a letter. 

What is the date ? 

6th March, 1861. 

(By Master Treasurer) : Prom Mr. Seymour ? 

Marked, "Private." 

Mr. Seymour : Produce it. 

The Witness : Mr. Digby Seymour says, " My dear Sir," so that shows 
the conclusion that may be drawn from it. " From month to month I 
have been compelled by the pressure of many claims to rely on your 
indulgence. I am, however, just placed in a position to be able to pay you 
a sum down on account, and to offer you good security for the regular 
payment of the balance. I ara desirous of carrying this out while it is in 
my power, and I shall therefore feel greatly obliged if you will fix an 
hour this afternoon or to-morrow when I can see you personally at your 
own office in London, or at my chambers. Please bring with you any 
memorandum of your losses by the Mining shares, as I do not wisn you to 
be a loser through me in either matter. I shall be glad to have a reply 
by bearer, as I must leave town on Thursday evening next." 

Master O'Malley ; That ought to be in. 

Mr. Lush : Perhaps Mr. Parker will put that letter in. 

{The letter was handed in,) 

(By Mr. Lush) : Now, then, Mr. Parker, there is one of the 7th. The 
letter of the 7th, I believe, has been put in. 

Master O'Malley : It was read by Mr. Seymour, and I think it has 
been produced. 

Mr. Seymour : It has been, Mr, O'Malley. 

(By Mr. Lush) : Now, Mr. Parker, will you be kind enough to look at 
the letter of 7th March, 1861 ? 

* Mr. Dein was not acting as Mr. Seymour's solicitor. He saw Mr. Parker, 
with whom he was acquainted, on his own mere motion, and not at the instance of 
Mr. Seymour. See preceding note. 

20 
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Tes, sir. » 

Pages 50 and 51, of the Second Meeting; 

Yes, sir. {The Witness read it.) 

Well, having read that, Mr. Parker, was not your letter of the 10th an 
answer to that letter ? 

Fes; no doubt, sir. 

It was? 

It was ; there is no donbt about it ; it conld not have been otherwise. 

Now, attend. Turn to a passage in that letter, ^ I know you were no 
party to this, and as you were among the first to congratulate me on my 
return for Southampton." Do you remember meetmg Mr. Seymour at a 
public dinner shortly before that ? 

Shortly before his return for Southampton 1 

Shortly before that letter ? 

Shortly before his return for Southampton ? 

ShcHTtly before that letter 1 

I remember meeting him at a dinner at which he was chairman. 

At the London Tavern ) 

At the London Tavern. 

Did you then congratulate him upon his return for Southampton I 

Ko, sir. 

Did you not 7 

Certainly not, sir. 

Did you speak to him 7 

Yes. 

You did f Did you not congratttlate him upon his return f 

/ shook hands vnih him, sir. 

You did f Did you drink his health f 

I did, sir. 

At that meeting f 

I drank his health, sir. 

How long was that before this letter 7 

It must have been some time. This is March, 1861. 

Was that the first time you had seen him since his return for 
Southampton 7 

I think it may have be^i, sir. He had got Mr. Whalley, the member 
for Peterborou^, with him, sir, and Mr. Digby Seymour took the chair. 

Now, you have been asked if his health was drvmk as chairman ; was it 
not afterwards drunk privately by you 7 

No, sir ; I took wine with Mr. Digby Se3anoiir at the dinner as the 
chairman ; he asked me to take wine. / proceeded up the cross benches, 
and I took wine loixh him ; but as to my drmking wine with him privately, 
I did no such thing.* 

Master Treasurer : Has any master any other question to ask 7 {To 
the Witness) : Then I suppose we have nothing else to say to you, Mr. 
Parker, to-night ; but you will make a search among your papera 

Master Greene : It will not be necessary to £i,ve Mr. Peu!ker here 
again. 

The Witness : Oh I but when I get daunted by the learnt gentleman there, 
I must get up my case /f 



* He first drank his health as a toast, and then ''proceeded up the cross 
benches," and took wine personally with him. No man could evince greater 
friendship or respect than he did on that occa^on for Mr. Seymour. 

t Such is the evidence from his own lips, aided by frequent friendly interpo- 
sitions, and with every conceivable latitude allowed him, upon which Mr. James 
Parker seeks to found, or rather upon which certain gentlemen in the back 
ground, using him as a puppet seek to found, a charge of fraud against Mr. 
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' Mr. J. W. WILSON calied in and examined, 

[Third Meeting, p. 41.] 

Master Eodwell : Mr. Wilson, you are managing clerk to Mr. Parker 
who has been here ? Yes, sir. — And I believe you are in his confidence 
with regard to private matters as well as business 1 Yes. — ^Were you 
aware of his tnmsaction with Mr. Digby Seymour, with reference to «£500 
deposited bv Mr. Parker ?* Yes, sir. — ^Now, you were aware of the action 
which was brought by Mr. Parker against Mr. Seymour ? I conducted it. 
-—-Now, had you, on any occasion, an interview with Mr. Seymour ? Yes. 
I had several interviews with him before the action. — Can you fix the date 
of your first interview with Mr. Seymour ? I could by reference to the 
affidavit which I made ; I do not remember it, — Will you take that affidavit 
and look at it (handing an affidavit to the witness) ? You say you had 
several interviews before the action was brought? Yes. — Will you state 
to the Bench what passed between you and Mr. Seymour with reference to 
that .£500, or what was the object of your visit to Mr. Seymour ? The 
first interview I had with Mr. Digby Seymour, sir, related to a printing 
business ; and it was not imtil tb^t business was ended that I had occa- 
sion to speak to Mr. Digby Seymour with reference to the £500 ; but then 
Mr. Parser gave me instructions to inform Mr. Seymour that he declined to 
00 on with it. — When was it ? The latter end of 1855. I wiU look. — ^Just 
look at it. The 12th of November. — Where did you see Mr. Seymour? 
At his chambers. — Upon that occasion you had certain instructions from 
Mr. Parker. — What passed between you and Mr. Seymour at that inter- 
view ? On that occasion I told Mr. Seymour that t&e matter of the print- 
ing was at an end, and then I su^ested to him — I put it in an easy way — 
^^ This is the time that we shoulahave the £500 that was deposited.'' I 
put it in that way. Mr. Seymour did not give me a positive answer at 

that time. He ADMiTTBDf that it was That it was imere /J Deposited 

at a bank to bear interest. It had been referred to several times in con- 
nection with Captain Green& Mr. Seymour : I hope the Bench will ash Mr, 
Wilson to state what took place at the time, — (By Master Bodwell). Go on 
with vour storp / The reason I did not allude to it in detail in November 
was, because it had not been mentioned before by Mi, Parker to me.§ — 
Previous to this interview, will you state what passed between Mr. Sey- 
mour and yourself with reference to this £500 ? He knew that I wa3 going 
to see Capt. Greene, and he was anxious that Capt. Greene should inform 
his friends that £500 of Mr. Parker's had been deposited at a bank ; I think 
he said, as a sort of nest-egg.|| In consequence of what had passed, Mr. 
Parker had informed me that the £500 was there. I had informed Capt. 
Greene that it was there, and he expressed great satisfaction ; and, there- 
fore, when the time came in November, I merely alluded to it in this way l 
" And now I suppose the time is come for me to receive back that £500 
with interest ?" — ^At that interview you had in November with Mr. Sey- 
mour, was that the first time that you had intimated that Mr. Parker had 



Digby Seymour I To call, after this, his counsel (who advised and instigated the^ 
charge), and his clerk, was a course which indicates, too plainly, i^ dispositioiiL^Q 
strike Mr. Seymour down if possible 1 

* Could a more un&ir question be put 1 

t '* Admitted!" 

% The witness paused. There was nothing to intimate how he was going to 
finish his answer when Mr. Bodwell adds the word ** where, ^* Of course the 
witness then went ahead with his story. 

§ This entirely disposes of Mr. Woollett's assertion {post), that Mr. Seymour 
spoke about Wilson to him in August, at Brighton. 

II Mr. Seymour never used such an expression. It would have been equally 
inconsistent with his case and with Mr. Parker's ) 
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abandoned all idea of going on with the scheme ? That was the time I told 
him Mr. Parker's decision. — ^Had yon been employed by Mr. Parker, in 
making inquiries at Beniowski's premises, with reference to the success of 
the scheme ? Not at his premises ; but I had gone through the deed, and 
I had been at Mr. Sladen's, the solicitor to the printing firm, and I had been 
to his offices several times, and had had long interviews with him ; and I 
had long interviews with Capt Greene, at the Reform Club, and elsewhere ; 
and he showed me little boxes of l^pes, and explained it to me in that way ; 
and Mr. Parker did not like the scneme, and his decision was, he desii«d 
me to say, that he would not go on with it — ^And then he asked for tha 
return of the £500 1 Yes. — £ad did you hear at any time that this £500 
was to be spent in preliminary expenses in getting out the patent ? No ;* 
the £500 was not to be touched until Mr. Parker had given his decision ; 
that was quite understood throughout the whole transaction. — (By Master 
Treasurer) : What do you mean by '' understood P I mean with regard 
to Mr. Sladen, Capt Greene,t and Mr. Seymour. — But tell us what pa^ed, 
not what was understood. (By Master Slade) : The question was right 
enough ; it was your answer that was wrong. What was the result of 
your communication?—^^ Master Bodwell): Tou were engaged on 
several occasions in discussmg this with Mr. Sladen, Capt Greene, and Mr. 
Seymour. Yes, sir. — And do you undertake to state from your knowledge 
of the facts, and the conversation, that that was the understanding on which 
it was advanced ? Most distinctly. — Well, now, go back, if you please, to 
the time of your interview with Mr. Digby Seymour on the 12th of 
November ; I think that was the time. (By Master Slade) : When you 
asked for the money back. — (By Master Bodwell) : When you asked for 
the money back ; what took place with reference to the return of the de- 
posit ? ifr, Seymour expressed very much regret, — ^Can you tell as near as 

possible ? He expressed regret that Mr. Parker . — Do not say that ; 

tell us as nearly as possible what it was he said. I do not think 
I could state that! — What was the substance? Mr. Seymour: He 
was going to say, "somewhat." I was going to say somewhat sur- 
prised that Mr. Parker had not gone on with the matter.^ (By 
Master Rodwell) : Was anything said with regard to the payment or 
withdrawal of the money from the bank ? Mr. Seymour did not give me 
any positive answer at the time, and, as a matter of delicaey towards a 
gentlemxin in his pos*tion,\ I did not press it frirther. I had made my ap- 
plication, and left it there. He stated that he wished to see Mr. Parker 
personally, and he would take the earliest opportunity of doing so. — ^What 
was the next meeting that took place with reference to this ? Did you make 
any application by letter or calling on him, with reference to the £500 ?|| 
I think 1 met Mr. Seymour afterwards in the Strand or the Temple, and he 
asked if Mr. Parker was in town, but I do not think there was any other 
communication between us. — ^You said you drew up the case ? I presume 
it was to lay before counsel. I had made the application before that. I 
opposed Mr. Seymour in the Bankruptcy Court. — When did jovl first hear 



* Then what was the meaning of your marginal note on the draft deed about the 
" understanding between the parties ! " 

t Capt. Greene says he knew nothing of the money arrangements, being " satis- 
fied with Mr. Seymour's undertaking." 

t As well he might. This was in November ! 

§ A nice way of evading the difficulty of making his conversation with Mr. 
Seymour consistent with Mr. Parker's case ! 

II Recollecting that this witness was Mr. Parker's clerk, and that Mr. Seymour 
had again and again implored the Bench to get him to say ''what passed/' this 
paode of examining is surely reprehensible. 
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from Mr. Seymour that the arrangemeDt with Mr. Parker was that the 
£500 was to be spent in preliminary expenses ? As to that, I never heard 
of it at all. — When did you first hear of the ti-ansaction ? By a letter he 
wrote to Mr. Parker. — was that correspondence brought to your know- 
ledge ? Did you see the letters ? Yes ; i saw all the letters that passed, 
ana I had them ultimately copied and handed to counsel in the banlmiptcy 
matter. — You saw the affidavit which Mr. Digby Seymour made with refer- 
ence to two witnesses when he applied for a postponement of the trial ? I 
saw that affidavit later. — Did you make an affidavit 1 I made a counter 
affidavit in reply. — ^Did you, in your proceedings with Mr. Seymour, hear 
that a person of the name of Hudson was engaged in the transaction 1* I 
heard it was stated. — You heard it was stated ; did you hear his name 
mentioned 1 No ; not at alL— Did you hear of Lowth ? I saw Lowth ; he 
was Mr. Seymour's clerk.— Did he take any part in it? Never. He 
opened the door when I went in and when I came out.t — (By Master 
Slade) : I do not think it was stated what was Mr. Seymour's answer when 
you went to him on the 12th of November 1 Oh ! I tell you there was no 
direct answer ; nor did I put it as a demand. I merely suggested that the 
time had arrived when we should have the ,£600. — At that time Mr. Sey- 
mour DID NOT SUGGEST that the money had been spent in preliminary ex- 
penses ?J Certaitily not, — Did you, or did you not, see all the letters which 
passed between Mr. Parker and Mr. Seymour ? Master Greene : He said 
ne saw them all. Yes, sir, I did. — ( By Master Slade) : Now, do you recol- 
lect that letter at all {handing the letter of nth October y 1855, to the Witness)! 
No ; I cannot say I do«— (By Master Chambers) ; Would you see the letters 
that were written at Baddow House ? This was written from Pall Mall. 
— Well, but at Pall Mall, would you see them ? Not always. — Did you 
not keep copies? Not always. — By Master Bodwell: Mr. Parker 
had very severe illness at that time — 1855? During all that time. — 
Do you know whether he was ill during the months of September and October, 
1855 ?§ Yes, he was. — ^There is a letter, I see, from Mr. Wilson to Mr. Sey- 
mour, dated the 23rd of October, 1855. " I am sorry to say Mr. Parker is 
much too unwell to leave his house, and that he cannot meet you as he 
wished. He considers the draft we have settled of minor importance || to 
the Bow Street arrangement, and is anxious the details of that should be 
settled at once. Who is to pay the rent, wages, dbc.,^ and have the managemerU 



* Mr. Seymour never said he was. 

t This was in Mr. Seymour's old chambers. One room was then undergoing 
painting and repairing. The partition of the other was down, and unless the clerk 
went out on to the staircase, he must have been in the same room with Mr. Wilson. 

X Master Slade brings the witness back to what he had already spoken of to see 
if he can give a more distinct account, and then puts to him this leading question ! 
This is "justice to Mr. Seymour." 

§ Did the Benchers forget this fact when they used the word " concealment '* in 
their judgment 1 If Mr. Parker was too ill to be in town, was Mr. Seymour to 
fold his arms after signing an agreement to bring out a company in three 
months ? 

II It was of *' minor importance " if Mr. Seymour's explanation be the true one, 
for the real basis of the whole was Mr. Seymour's agreement with Capt. Greene, 
and this deed was only a formal instrument, defining the rights of the respective 
CO- proprietors of the patent interests, and the conditions of purchase otf between 
ihemsdves, which were already embodied in less formal documents and letters. 
Mr. Wilson says the draft was *< settled.** Whose fault was it it was not executed f 
Not Mr. Seymour's I 

% What does all this meani "Details to be settled at once" — "wages''— 

future management," &c., and yet Mr. Parker never entertained the scheme ! 



(< 
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therefor (he future? If you wish it, I could run up to town any day but 
Friday." During the month of October were you carrying on negotiations* 
with Mr. Digby Seymour ? Yes. — ^This letter, which I just put into your 
hands, waa (mted the 17 th of October, 1855 ; you say you know nothing 
about it ? / have not the slightest recollection of such a letter I Those are 
the copies of the letters I felt it necessary to have made for the bankruptcnr 
counsel. — ^Master Bodwell : I have asked all the questions I wish to asK 
him. — (By Master Greene) : Was this interview of the 12th of November 
the only interview you had with Mr. Seymour on the subject of the ^500? 
I do not know that it was mentioned after that, and, to the best of my 
recollectipn, I never went to Mr. Seymour's after that. I have met him in 
the street, and the matter has been mentioned incidentally. — But you never 
made another request that it was to be returned ? No. — ^That was the only 
time that you saw him when you asked him ? Not the only time I saw 
him. — No ; but the only time you asked him for the ^600 ? Yes. — (By 
Master 0*Alalley) : It escaped my observation. Was it on October the 
12th ? No, November the 12th.— Then, October the 12th, I understood 
you to say, was the first time you heard of preliminary expenses ? No ; 
November the 12th. — (By Master Rodwell) ; When you asked for the money, 
nothing was said to you about preliminary expenses ? No. — Was there 
anything said to you that would lead you to suppose that the money was 
expended ?t On the contrary, I believed the money — ^500 — ^was bearing 
interest. — After the interview of the 12th, do you mean that you were still 
under the impression that the money was at the bank on deposit ?% Yes : 
I mentioned to Mr. Parker that I had no doubt. — Were you a party to the 
arrangements for settling the action which was brought by Mr. Parker 
against Mr. Seymour '/ There was no arrangement. — About withdrawing 
pleas. I think I was wrong in saying the arrangements. — Did you conduct 
that action ? Yes, 1 did. — First of aU, we understand the action was com- 
menced in consequence of an intimation by the Commissioner, that if a 
fraud was charged, the proceeding in the Insolvent Court was no protec- 
tion ? Well, it was put so. Mr. Parker opposed Mr. Seymour, and the 
Commissioner said he had no jurisdiction under the Act of Parliament, and 
he volunteered to say, " My certificate is no protection." — When you were 
conducting this matter for Mr. Parker, had you seen Mr. Linklater's letter, 
proposing that the counts for the fraud should be withdrawn ? Oh ! yes ; 
there were several letters from Mr. Linklater in the matter. — Did ym ever, 
directly or indirectly, consent to those counts being withdrawn 1§ Certainly 
not. — You are quite sure of that? Most distinctly. — Do you remember 
that you said anything that you would or would not consent % The only 
thing that was said was, that Mr. Linklater had asked for a variety of 
terms, and Mr. Parker's vUimaJtum. was, " I will either have the. debt, or a 
judgment on the whole counts." The reason is obvious. If we had with- 
drawn the counts for fraud, Mr. Digby Seymour had his protection in his 
pocket, and our judgment was neutralized.|| (By Master Chambers) : You 



* Again, how imjust to use this phrase I The letter itself shows that matters 
had gone much beyond ** negotiations.'' 

t See Wilson's answer to Mr. Seymour in crofis-ezamination, post^ p. 159. 

X Is this fair) 

§ Mr. Seymour never said that WUson consented. If he was not conscious of 
some such understanding how came he to sign a judgment on the tm^e&ito^tM count 
only ? and that, after a delay of three months 1 

ii Not so. Mr. Seymour gave a judgment by consent after the date of the 
"interim" protection. Against this neither his person nor property was secured. 
Added to which Mr. Seymour, having agreed to give a judgment, to secure Mr. 
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do not know anting about it^ except what Mr, Parker had fnentioned in 
conversation to you f And others had done, — Tou had no previotis conver- 
sation f No, sir. — It was on the conversation with Mr. Parker that you 
had had, that yon learned that he wonld have nothing further to do with 
it, but that he woold have the ^500 back ? Yes. — (By Master Sodwell) : 
Tou acted on that understanding ? It was done in this way. Mr. Parker 
had met him at Brighton, and conversed with him there about the scheme, 
and a paper, which I have now (it was a draft proposed agreement for es- 
tablishing the company) was drawn up. Mr. Parker said, '^ I am not in 
ffood health. I place that in your hands, and you look it through, and see 
how it can be worked out ;" and I never ceased till this time. It has been 
in my hands ever since. — (By Master Slade) : I wish one thing cleared up. 
One thing has never been mentioned — ^at what stage of the proceedings 
Mr. Seymour applied to withdraw his pleas. Had you delivered your 
briefs 1 "We appfied to strike a special jury. — HAd you delivered briefs ? 
No ; Mr. Linklater was constantly writing, making propositions. — Did Mr. 
Seymour give you a summons to ^o before a Judge to show cause ? Yes. 
—{By Master Chambers) : Did he insert your debt in the Bankruptcy 
Court ? Yes, — The Jud^ said there could be no defence on the money 
counts ? Master Slade : No defence on the money counts ? (Mr. Seymour) : 
A defence on the charge of fraud ; on the money counts a verdict. The 
Witness : Mr. Seymour's defence in the ordinary way would have been to 
have pleaded his certificate. (Master Slade) : You are lawyer enough to 
know that it is no bar. 

Cross-examined by Mr. SEYMOUR 
[Third Meeting, p. 60.] 

Mr. Sethour : One or two questions I would like to ask Mr. Wilson. 
You say I expressed my regret and surprise ; did I not complain that it 
was somewhat hard on me, in considei*ation that I had gone on so long, 
that he should withdraw 1 I think you said that you were surprised, and 
you hoped he would withdraw his opinion ; and you would like to see him 
and talk to him — tha;t st^ of thing ; I cannot remember exactly. — I pre- 
sume you made no memorandum at the time ? I made my ordinary 
attendance. — Just recollect yourself. When I spoke of my surprise, when 
I spoke of my regret at his abandoning the thing, did I not sav anything 
about the position in which I was in bringing out the company ? Did not 
I make that a ground of hardship ? I did not understand it as a hardship ; 
I believe Captain Greene did. 

I am asking with regard to myself. Yon said I expressed my r^ret 
and surprise ; did I state any grounds ? 

The grounds were, thai you considered it a very flourishing scheme, if it 
had been gone on toith. 

Did I not state that,/ro9n the steps taken, I believed it would be ? 

Yes. 

Did I not refer to steps that had been taken f 

Tou did in general terms, all the time I saw you, 

(By Master Grkenb) : What were those general terms ? I had letters* 
£rom Mr. Seymour from time to time, telling me that he had seen newspaper 
editors, who took an interest and expressed a favourable opinion. I un- 
derstood when it was wound up, he referred to those matters — ^it was so 



Parker, it would be a breach of good Mth to plead the order in bar. Mr. Wilson 
had been already examined by the Circuit Committee and was well up in his points 
of law. 
♦ These letters were never produced ! 
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flonrishiDg a thing that he could not help thinking it would succeed. — (By 
Mr. Seymour) : Did I not state also that as Mr. Parker was ill, I did not 
wish to hold him to the thing if he wished to retire from it ? I do not 
want the words. I believe I left you with the impression that you would, 
at the first opportunity, see Mr. Parker himself, and get him to alter his 

opinion. If he still persisted in wishingjbo go, you would not like to hold . 

I did not understsmd you to say you would hold him to anything. — Did 
you ever say anything to Capt. Greene that you thought the j6500 — 
when you saw saw him at Chelmsford — that you " thought it was expend- 
ing at Bow Street V* No ; on the contrary, I . — (By Master EodweU) : 

Just give your answer. I expressed to Capt. Greene all the way through, 
as I said before. I said several times,* " There is ^00 of Mr. Parker's 
deposited, and Mr. Seymour's ^500 deposited, and bearing interest ; there 
is a bona fides about tkat.'^f I put it in that way several times, and he 
expressed himself as considering that was a very great advantage. 

Re-examined by the BENCH. 

(By Master Sladb) : Where did you get the fact that there was £500 of 
Mr. Seymour's ? From Mr. Seymour himself. — That is important.! 
When did he inform you ? Oh, from the first. — ^In addition to Mr. Parker's 
;£500 ? (!) Yes. — (By Master Treasurer) : Did you cdlect that fix)m what Mr. 
Seymour said ? Yes. — (Master Slade) : That is the first time he has said 
that. — (By Master Chambers) : Dm he ever state that he ever did 
DEPOSIT IT ? Mr. Seyrriour used to mention it in this way — " There is £500 
of mine^ and ;£500 of Mr. Parker^ s at the bank." Yes, certainly ; all the 
way through. § — "There is £500 of Mr. Parker's and £500 of mine at the 
bank ?" Oh, yes ; at the bank. — How did that come out ? In what con- 
nection did such a phrase come out ? Because I was to tell Capt. Greene. 
— Were you a messenger from Mr. Seymour to Capt. Greene? It was 
this : — (japt. Greene was the proprietor of the patent that we were 
about to purchase ; he was a representative of Beniowski. — He re- 
presented Beniowski ? Yes ; there was some delay, and therefore it 
was everything to Capt. Greene to see that there was money to go on 
with. — Did you go to Capt. Greene's and say how there was that delay ? 
No ; Capt. Greene came to me. — He pressed it on f Yes. — Very urgently f 
Wellj he pressed it on the ground of delay . — And you said—" This is being 
gone on with; th^re is £500 of Mr. Parker's, ana £500 of Mr. Seymour's; 
th^ are pledged to the prosecviion of this scheme .?" / did not say " this 
«<jAme."||— -(By Master Slade) : There is the bona fides ? That is what 
I said. Capt. Greene said in this way — " We have . had people buying 
this patent before, and in the meanwhile I am being ruined." My answer 
was — " I do not know what these other people did ; but as far as we 
are concerned, we are starting in a different way." — (By Master Chambers) : 
It is quite conclusive as to your opinion on the subject that there was 
£500 put down ; but I want to know whether you arrived at the conviction 
that £500 was deposited at the bank from anything Mr. Parker said to you, 
or in other ways, or from a distinct aflfirmation from Mr. Seymour, and if 

* Why should he say it "seyeral times," to Captain Greene? 

f Mr. Wilson varies thus presently. By the way, Mr. Parker is always harp- 
ing on a guarantee to Beniowski, but Mr. Wilson only speaks of bona fides to 
Greene I 

t Anything is that tends in the same direction, and this is " Justice to Mr. 
Seymour !" The next question is grossly unfair. 

§ This answer is totally different from what he gave Master Rodwell, but thfe 
next question unfortunately transposes the answer and alters its effect. 

n How different the manner and spirit in which Masters Slade and Chambers 
examine a witness ! 
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80, when 1 From the very first interview I had with Mr. Seymour. I 
attended the first interview I had in September, 1855, and I attended 
there l^ special appointment, for the purpose of discussing this matter. 
Then Mr. Seymour explained to me his general views and l^aring in the 
matter ; and my object in the matter was to ascertain the position of Mr. 
Parker, if it was carried out ; how far, in fact, his credit would be pledged 
in the undertaking — whether it 'would be a profitable one. He laid out 
the whole ; I listened to it ; and this <£l,000 — two £500 — was a part of the 
matter which vxm mentioned at that time.* (By Master Bod well) : Did he 
state to you in distinct terms that he had deposited £500 with £500 of Mr. 
Parker's, or say there was £1,000 in the bank ?t Yes, that there was 
£1,000 in the bank, and I looked upon it as a matter of property ; but that 
Mr. Parker's was deposited, and that it was at the bank bearing interest. — 
Was £1,000 spoken of as a sum that was to be available ? As a sum that 
was to be held out to the sellers to show the bona fides of the purchasers. — 
(By Master O'Malley) : You have told us some time ago that Mr. Seymour 
wished you to make representations to Captain Greene, encouraging Captain 
Greene. Well, Captain Greene was in low spirits, and we wanted to Keep him 
quiet. — When he asked you to make those statements to Captain Greene, did 
he ask you to say an vthing about the £ 1 ,000 1 Yes. — What did he tell you to 
say ? Just what I nave now told you.t — It being £1,000 as an assurance 
to Captain Greene ? The only way I ever mentioned it was, " There is Mr. 
Parker's £500 deposited, and Mr. Seymour's £500." § It would have been 
a difficult matter — I could not have asked him what he had done with the 
money; I could not do that. — There was some other apprehension we 
wanted cleared up. When you were before the Bankruptcy Court, you 
say that the Commissioner told Mr. Parker he had no jurisdiction in the 
case of fraud ? That was so ; it was his decision. — ^That he told Mr. 
Parker, in the case of its being £rau4, his certificate would have been no 
protection? Well, he said, '^ After all, you are not much injured, Mr. 
JParker ; my certificate is no ^otection against fraud." — Did Mr. Seymour 
obtain his certificate then ? Yes, sir ; tlubt would have been the certificate 
meeting. — ^Are you sure that Mr. Seymour obtained his certificate before 
you went before the judge on the application to change the venue ? Yes ; 
undoubtedly he had. — ^Master Greene : To postpone the trial, you mean ? 
(By Master Bagshawe) : Mr. Parker was the only opposing cr^itor ? There 
were several \\ attended. — They all witlidrew hut Mr. Parker f Fw.--^Bv 
Master O'Malley) : Was that a meeting for certificate or protection ? Well, 
sir, according to the forms of this Act of Parliament, there are to be two 
meetings of creditors, which are held before the official assignee. I attended 
at both of those, and I chafed Mr. Seymour then with having fraudulently 
obtained the money ; and I put the note to that effect^ which was incor- 
porated in the report of the official assignee. Upon that report, charging 
misappropriation of the money, the case came before the Commissioner for 

* The witness evades Master Chambers' question. He says, the £1,000 was 
** mentioned at that time," but he does not say it was mentioned as deposited at 
that time ! 

t Master Chambers having by a few regular questions shown that the witness did 
not disagree in substance with Mr. Seymour, Master Bodwell, with palpable un- 
fairness, pats this question, and gets an answer which is strangely confused and 
inconsistent. 

t Can anything more absurd be imagined than that Mr. Seymour should ask 
Mr. Parker's clerk to go and console Captain Greene, by ticking of the £1,000, 
when at this time Mr. Seymour was on the most friendly personal terms with 
Captain Greene, and when Captain Greene himself says, he was quite "satisfied" 
with Mr. Seymour's undertaking ! 

§ He now drops the "deposited" as to "Mr. Seymour's £500." 

il This is not the fact. 

21 
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his certificate ; and on that occasion, counsel appeared on the part of Mr. 
Parker, and Mr. Linklater appeared on the part of Mr. Seymour, and the 
COM wot argued^ and the decision was as I have said ; and I can assure 

the Bench . — For our satisfaction, let us know the Commissioner's 

decision. The Commissioner is of opinion that he cannot entertain the 

Suestion as to how the debt was contracted, under the 6th section ; but 
hat we are not affected by the certificate. — ^Well, but what I want to know 
is this, that before you went before the Judge for changing the venue, or 
postponing the trial — I forget which — are you quite sure that, at that time, 
Mr. Seymour had obtained his final certificate 1 Yes. — He had obtained 
it ? Yea — Master O Malley : So I understood ; Master Chambers did 
nott Master Slade : I understand there is no final certificate for two 
years. Mr. Seymour : It is an ad irUerim order for protection of the 
person : it does not protect property in the least. Master Greene : Is it 
personal protection only. (By Master O'MaUey) : When you proposed to 
go down to trial, would not the certificate have been a bar to an action for 
money had and received 1 The Witness : 1 believed so. J (By Master 
Bagshawe) : Mr. Seymour has told us that there was only one opposing 
creditor ; that wajs Mr. Parker. There waA a charge of fraud, and the 
Commissioner said he could not withhold protection! He said he could 
not. — ^Master Chambers : I understood Mr. Seymour to say that the Judge 
said he had no defence upon the common counts. 

Mr. Seymour : That if I went into Court, there would be a verdict for 
the plaintiff on the money counts. 

Master O'Mallet : It appears, I confess (I have looked at it again), that 
there would have been no possibility of the plaintiff succeeding in the face 
of this certificate. 

Mr Seymour : I read an opinion of Mr. Bennett's that a plea of such a 
certificate in bar would be clearly demurrable and bad in law, and quoted 
a case in the ^' Law Journal'' Eeports, that a bankrupt's certificate was no 
bar to an action for money had and received ; and Justice Wightman 
made an observation to that effect. 

{To the Witness) : Just let me read you a passage from a letter written by 
Captain Greene to the Committee of the Northern Circuit. " Shortly after 
that I went to Chelmsford, where I saw Mr. Wilson, who referred, when I 
was leaving, to a cheque for £600^ which had been paid to Mr. Seymour as 
Mr. Parker's share of the ^1000 towards preliminary expenses, and which 
he (Mr. Wilson) said he supposed was expending in Bow street." {To the 
Witness) : Is that right ? The Witness : Oh ! if Mr. Greene wrote it, he wrote 
it under a wrong impression, certainly. — I want to know. If Captain Greene 
was here, I could bring many facts to his notice. — (By Master Eodwell) : 
Did you use that language to Captain Greene ? Decidedly not.— (By Mr. Sey- 
mour) : When you spoke to Captain Greene to comfort him with regard to the 
jClOOO, what was he to be comforted about ? the progress the Company 
was making, or what ? The comfort I gave him was very small ; in effect, 
aU I told him was that we were doing "vmat we could to inquire into it, that 
we must take a certain time, and directly Mr. Parker's mind was made up 
on the subject he should know, and made a variety of assertions. " All I 
can say is, Mr. Parker put down his £500, which was deposited by Mr. 



* The malice of this wilful misrepresentation is obvious. There was no argu- 
ment ; the Commissioner at once stating he had resolved to give Mr. Seymour his 
certificate, and that Mr. Parker had his remedy if he thought proper to tiy the 
question elsewhere. 

t Master Chambers was right. The witness shows equal ignorance of law and 
forgetfulness of fiftct. 

t See Mr. Bennett's opinion, post, and Mr. Lush's, to the same effect 
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Seymour in a bank, and there is Mr. Seymour's £500, and there is a good 
probability of it starting fairly if we take it up."* 

I suppose your principal concern in the matter was owing to Mr. 
Parkers interest under the deed ? 

Undoubtedly. Mr. Parker gave me the draft.t He gave me that very 
paper, sa3ring, " You must look into that and let me know ;" and, therefore, 
I made an appointment with you and met you in September. 

(By Mast^ O'Malley) ; May 1 ask, was there ever any document pro- 
posed to you as a security or a guarantee to Mr. Parker, that he should 
nave one-half of Mr. Eagar's shares. The Witness: Eagar? — Master 
O'Malley: Yes ; I see that by that deed Mr. Eagar is to have 673 shares. 
(To the Witness) : Did you understand from any one that Mr. Eagar's 673 
shares were to represent what Mr. Parker was to have ? The fact is that 
Mr. Eagar was supposed to be a man of straw, and he was suggested as the 
best man by Mr. Seymour, because they would not sue him.^ — ^Was he put 
in by Mr. Parker ? The plan of this draft was, that Mr. Eagar should be 
made responsible for the shares,§ that was the plan. — (By Master 
Chambers) : As a person that could not be damnified ? Yes.— (By Mr. 
Seymour) : Was not Mr. Eagar to sign that deed as representative of the 
673 shares which were ultimately to be Mr. Parker's and mine ? That was 
one of the suggestions || of mine, but it was not finished. — (By Master 
O'Malley) : Was not it a suggestion assented to by you or Mr. JParker 1 It 
was never assented to at alL I do not know whom it was drawn by — I 
believe Mr. Sladen. It came to Mr. Seymour, and he suggested that Mr. 
Eagar's name should be put down ;ir but it ultimately fell to the ground. 
— (By Mr. Bagshawe) : That he was not to be damnified ? 

Mr. Setmour : No ; not that, sir. (To the Witness) : Whose pencillings 
are these (handing the draft deed to the witness) ? 

The Witness : Those are mine. — Are those in your handwriting ? Yes. 
(By Master 0*Malley) : What I wanted to know was, whether Mr. Parker 
or Mr. Wilson had, at any time, consented that Mr. E aga r should become 
the legal owner of their interest in the company 1 W ell, on the part of 
Mr. Parker, I never consented to anything of tne sort. — (By Mr. Seymour) : 
Here is a letter** I have got from you, dated 29th of September, 1855, re- 
ferring to an interview you had had with me, and in which you state what 
moneys are to be paid by Mr. Eagar. What did you understand by that 
at the time ? I believe that the proposition was, that Mr. Eagar should 
stand before the people all the way through. — Who was proposed to be 
solicitor to the company ? I do not know, I am sure, that that was sug- 

* Captain Greene did not see Wilson till late in the October, but he had met 
Mr. Seymour and Mr. Parker in August, and evidently from his statement con- 
sidered the matter had then been "taken up." It is totally impossible to reconcile 
the evidence of Captain Greene and Mr. Wilson. 

t The draft of a deed to which Mr, Eagar is a prominent party throughout, 
and in which his name alone appears as representing Mr. Seymour and Mr. Parker, 
Yet Mr. Parker said he knew notMng of Mr. Eagar, and never heard of his re- 
presenting the joint interest, &c. &c. &c. ! ! I 

t This is a malicious invention ! Mr. Parker and Mr. Seymour were both to 
guarantee performance by Mr. Eagar of the condition in the deed, so that they 
would be just as much liable as he. Mr. Eagar's name was solely introduced 
because Mr. Parker did not wish it to appear that he was both, solicitor to the 
company and co-proprietor in the patents. 

§ There is nothing of the kind in the draft or contemplated by it. 

i| Why should he suggest it if not agreeable to Mr. Parker ? 

If It came to Mr. Seymour with Eagar*s name already inserted ! 

** The production of this letter had an obvious effect on the witness in answering 
this and subsequent questions. 
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Nested. — Who was suggested ? Mr. Sladen was the man. — ^Who else ? I 
o not know. You suggested that Mr. Parker should have it.— (By Master 
Treasurer) : When was that suggestion made 1 I think it was at the first 
interview. I believe it was aU mapped out by Mr. Seymour. — (By Mr. 
Seymour) : It was all mapped out 1 That was one of the suggestions ; for 
this reason : why I say it was a suggestion is, it occurred to Mr. Parker* s 
mind that he wovld he a director^ and could not be the solicitor. — Exactly so ; 
that there would be an incompatibility ? Yes. — Do you recollect that it 
was suggested that that difficulty could be cured by ^Mr, Eagar represent- 
ing Mr. Parker and me ? Well, I do not think it was. — Was not that 
suggested 1 I do not think it was. Mr. Eagar was put in for a different 
purpose altogether. — How can you account for Mr. Sladen's writing on the 
10th of September that Mr. Parker and I should guarantee the performance 
of his agreement by Eagar 1 For this reason, that Mr. Sladen considered 
Mr. Parker a man of property, and Eagar was not that.'''' — Then there is 
" The £1,000, and the services of Eagar, are the considerations for the 673 

Proprietors' shares ?" I am merely Uiere repeating what I understood to 
e the meaning of this deed as drawn by Mr. Sladen. After I had seen Cap- 
tain Greene, he said, "You had better take the earliest opportunity of see- 
ing Mr. Sladen." I did so, and I then wrote you for a detailed account, 
and in that letter I explained Mr. Sladen's views. — Do you know that I 
was bound to expend ^1,000 on the company, by an agreement between 
myself and Captain Greene ? No. — What ? That 1 certainly did not. — 
You were not aware of it ? No ; because when we came to settle with 

Captain Greene (By Master Slade) : Well ? I wiU follow Mr. Seymour's 

question as far as I can. — (By Master Chambers) : That he was to n)end 
j£l,000 ? (By Mr. Sevmour; : Whether von did not imderstand that I was 
to expend j£l,000, and that in consideration of that I was to have 673 pro- 
prietors* shares, of which Mr. Parker was to have, idtimately, one-half? 
Well, I do not think it was quite put in that way. I understood that Mr. 
Eagar should take certainly 673 shares, and that they should be at the 
disposal of yourself, and if Mr. Parker joined he should have the disposal 
(By Master CMalley) : The question Mr. Seymour puts to you is tnis — 
that the consideration for the 673 shares was the consideration of the ex- 
penditure by Mr. Seymour of ^1,000. 

I do not see that it can be in that way. The shares would have to 
come out at a certain price, and Mr. Seymour would have the control, and 
then the preliminary expenses would be repaid out of the funds of the 
company. 

(By Mr. Seymour) : You mean to say, then, that the condition was not 
the expenditure of £1,000 on that company ? 

Well, I certainly did not understand that. 

(Bv Master Sladb) : Did you know it ? 

No. 

(By Mr. Seymour) : Then, who was to find the preliminary expenses of 
the company ? 

That was one of the things that had to be considered when the thing was 
put in train. (!) 

Master O'M alley ; They had been dealing with parties for a purchase, - 
and in order to show the bona fides of this dealing, £1,000 was to be depo- 
sited — ^that has come out four or five times this evening. Mr. Seymour had 
a different view of the case.f 



* This is no answer at all to the question. 

f So had Captain Greene, to whom alone this bona fides could be shown, but who 
wanted no proof of it from Mr. Seymour.— It must not be forgotten that Mr Wil- 
son, at the time «of this examination, was not aware of the production of Mr. 
]Parker*B letter of October 13. 
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Master Baoshawb (to Mr. Seymour) : You do not wish to reserve your 
'^^.^-sS^o-.^ritSs^p^oTelhere wiUl. any furOier question if I 

do I feel quite exhausted now * 

•^ (77ie WitTiess withdrew. ) 

JOHN WOOLLETT, Esq., called in and examined. 

[Srd Meeting, p. 60.] . . . _ ., xt^_-. 
By Master Bagshawe: 'l beUeve you are a hamster on the Home 

Circuit ] 

7n?i.eyear 1855, do you remember bringing Mr. Seymour and Mr. 
Parker in acquaintance with one another ? 

Yes, perfectly welL 

Was it in Brighton] ... . , . ^ I was a director of the Law 

No ; it was in Chdmsford.t At^t ^^^^^ ^ ^^^^^^^ 1 should 
Union Assurance Ofhce, and I am now. i ao noi, 

state the circumstances. . , ^^_ nAmwinted ? Yes : it was purely a 

You brought those two|^tlemen^uMnted«^^^^ ^ P^^ 

casual iatroductipn^Haru^ broi^n^ X -«H^^ ^ consequence of 

reaaon to pay a visit *» ,^- P«ff ^* SeXour and myself, I thought it 
something that ooonrreAheW^nm.^^^ ^^ ^ ^^^ 

very desirable to sfcertam whatj^ f^^rfehton -Did you then caU on 
Mr^Parker, "'d that is v^y I^e^t ^£g^„^^_ ^^et him there.t 

Mr. Seymour? \e8--7^iP!^?lC8hip Hotel. I then met Mr. J^ey- 
I first met a member of ti^e^ ^f ^''^ ^^uneaay at seeing hun in 
mour, and he ''PP?*J*^*°^tr inasmuch as^I had'h^d% there were 
communication with Mr. ^"^J^^^l At the same time I told him 
some monetwy tnmsa^«^l^«» ^«^^*^ ^„^,y 1,^ 1^, 1 

that if Mr. P"^!^® Vv J wT Mr Seymour stated he was veiy anxious 
would never speak to him again- "'-^^ enjoined him not to do so i| 
to mention it t« me, ^"^ ^J^' ^'^J^,lmd that A- (Mr. Sey- 
that Mr. Park^ was «» ^^ ^ ^ ir^erut for the purchase of a 

mour) was to P^,^. *l,/^,ir the whole matter was m the . 
vcauaMe patented ^'^v»ti»^r'^^^ ^^^ ^^ tj^t I ^eed 
hands of Mr. Wilson** Mi; J^^ert ms^ j^ . j^ ^ ^^^^^ 
not be uneasy about the matter. J/T_^"^„^_ had W advanced.-By 
S^uble, and left Brighton^tisfi^tha^°^^«y^^^^^ ^ f^]^*^ 
Mr. Parker to Mr. Seymour? t ^^^^Sever seen the affldavit.-(By Master 
going on.— When '«'" t^**' ,/JV* Yr.- (By Master Bagshawe) : « In 
fjhaibers) : Is that ^e ^^talinJh^Xt the dStnt had ob- 
the montii of September, 1855, «* ™» "^4^^ defendwifs residence, at 
tained money of tte pla^tiff, 1 ^^t^ J ^ ^ ^^ plaintiff to advance 

^niUeU. sup wiUi Mr. and Mrs. Seymour. See Mrs. Seymour's evidence. 

^trromwhom had he heardt ^t t^\^-^e Jo one^ntM^. Pj^^^^ 
Jy «>^rsation about the patents, ""^ not^g buta co ^^ ^^ ^^jj 

'^l ThrShood of this to "^"P^d, %^Z. it to Mr. WooVlett. and 
J; Mr. Parker's intimate frieud.^ ^ Y^^^ted to conceal the feet I 

""ft^Ss^tLtrMV^^S l^^t^r Mr. Woolletfs visit in Brighton 

3'. Mr. Seymour w.''"^^*^,*^^ re^nce ! 
that there was such a person as mr. n u^ 
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questions, he told me that the plaintiff was to place in his, the defendant's, 
hands ^00, and that he, the defendant, waa also to draw a cheqvs for 
£500,* and that the £1,000 was to be placed upon deposit at a banker's, to 
bear interest until an arrangement was effected for the purchase of a patent 
for printing, and the money was not to be touched until the arrangement 
was carried out.*'t Distinctly so. I never saw the affidavit to this hour 
or a copy of it. — Did anything further pass on that occasion as to the pecu- 
niary position of Mr. Seymour ? Mr. Seymour stated that his brother was 
a man of considerable wealth ; and he also stated that he had ships of his 
own going from Glasgow, in which he had great interest, going to America, 
and led me to think that at that time he had command of large sums of 
money, but for what purpose I did not know. J — Did you afterwards have 
intercourse with him on the subject ? Yes ; not at that time. Mr. Sey- 
mour's affidavit will tell us the result. Mr. Seymour then wrote to me a 
letter, requesting an interview in a matter relating to Mr. Parker. I did 
not know at the time what it related to. I declined to interfere. I wrote 
a short letter to him, and requested that he would then state in writing 
what he had to say. He then wrote me a long letter, which I do not pro- 
pose, and cannot use, and do not desire to use, because it was cortfiderUtal. 
I wrote a letter replying to that. — (By Master Slade) : Whose letter 
was confidential ? Mr. Seymour's was. — Master Slade : Has Mr. Sey- 
mour any objection to that letter being produced ? The Witness : He 
wrote, "My dear sir,— I have a letter upon which I should like to 
see you." I did not know the ^cts of the case. I had heard 
rumours. I wrote back : — " My dear Seymour, — ^I do not know to 
what it relates. I should prefer your stating it in writing." He 
then wrote a long letter, and I wrote a lonff letter ; but Mr. Seymour's 
letter to me is confidential, and I must place that matter in the hands of 
the Committee. Master Slade : He will decide that. Mr. Se3nnour : I am 
astonished ! (By Master Bagshawe) : You are not in a condition to read 
it. The Witness : No ; at the same time I would have never written a 
letter in this matter, from beginning to end, to any person, that T am not 
willing to produce. — ^It was to bring about a friendly arrangement, was it 
not ? That was his object entirely. — (By Master O'Malley) : You were 
going to say you had another interview. As to the interview, I do not 
say but that it was confidentiaL — (By Master Bagshawe) : Equally con- 
fidential ? The whole was confidential. — Then, that bein? so, an action 
was brought ? Yes ; there were proceedings in the Bamcruptcy Court ; 
then an action was brought, and in the action the declaration charged 
fraud. And it was v/pon my advice that the declaration set out the facts on 
fravd.% I do not deny it, that Mr. Seymour having been introauced to 
Mr.^Parker by me, I considered it my duty to he^ Mr. Parker, to the 



* Why ''draw a cheque V Is not this oyer-minuteness remarkable 1 

f Even here there is some conftistency with Mr. Seymour's case. Mr. Seymour 
undoubtedly told Mr. WooUett ijbut not at BrigMon), that the arrangement with 
Captain Greene had depended on his (Mr. Seymour's) being in a position to under- 
take to spend iSl,000. 

4: See as ^.to this, Mr. Seymour's statement, post. It is almost unnecessary 
to say that tliis is all a pure invention of Mr. WooUett's. It is malice sublimed 
into poetry ! 

§ So much for a confidential friend of many years' intimate acquaintance ! He 
advises a charge of " fraud " against a brother barrister in order that a client may 
*'get his money back !" Why did he not mention this fact before his " friendly" 
interviews with Mrs. Seymour and Mr. Wright 1 Had this been known, Parker'b 
action would never have been compromised. 
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Utmost of my power, to get his money back ; and I took it upon myself, 
ou looking at the whole of the declaration, to set out the facts on fraud. 
Mr. Dodson acted on my advice in preparing the declaration which is 
before you. — Are you aware that under a Judge's order pleas were with- 
drawn ? I am perfectly aware. — What were the grounds ? As far as I am 
concerned it was this : After I had made an affidavit, Mrs. Seymour called 
on me. I only say what I have said all along, that it was most painful 
to my mind, and I wished to save Mrs. Seymour's anxiety. There could 
be only one result, right or wrong, and that would be the ruin of her and 
her family. I said I would go down to Mr. Parker, and see what I could 
do ; I went to Baddow, and said something. — Mr. Seymour : I do not see 
how the interviews between you and Mr. Parker are evidence against 
me. Master O'Malley : No, Mr. Seymour objects to it. Master Slade : 
He is perfectly at liberty to say there were interviews. Master Treasurer : 
In consequence of which he did certain acts. — The Witness : In consequence 
of which I communicated with Mrs. Seymour that Mr. Parker would only 
accept a verdict on all the counts or judgment -on the whole declaration, 
and after that the pleas were withdrawn (!). — (By Master Slade) : Were 
you aware of any commuhications made by Mr. Linklater, stating that 
those pleas shonld be withdrawn / I was perfectly aware of it. — ^Master 
Bagshawe: That is already in evidence. (To the Witness) : Had you an 
interview with Mr. Wright in the month of June, 1868, upon the subject ? 
The Witness: Yes. Mr. Wright called at my chambers,* and I then 
stated to him the advice I had given to Mrs. Seymour. I told him the 
only course I thought he could pursue. I then stated the advice I had 
vgiven to Mrs. Seymour. I said, " My opinion is, that the best thing that 
can be done will be to withdraw your pleas ; at the same time, of course, 
you know the consequences of so doing." Mr. Parker would accept of 
nothing but the with(frawal of the pleas to the whole declaration, /stated 
to Mr. Wright what I had stated to Mrs. Seymow ; and certainly, from first 
to last, I had distinctly understood that the pleas were withdrawn to the 
whole declaration.t (By. Master Bagshawe) : Then, if Mr. Wright should 
assert that you told him that those pleas were withdrawn upon a distinct 
understanding that every imputation against Mr. Seymour would be with- 
drawn, is that an inaccurate representation 1 It is most distinctly untrue. 
— Did you happen to hold a brief with Mr. Seymour some two or three 
weeks ago ? Certainly ; Mr. Collier handed his brief over to Mr. Seymour, 
and I held it with him. Did you, on that occasion, suggest that if Mr. 
Seymour would pay Mr. Parker ^£500 now, all the imputations would be 
withdrawn ? It is distinctly untrue ; there is no ground for anything of 
the kind. In the first place, I said, as I have always said, the best thing 
he could do was to pay the money. If anything could take the sting out 
of the case, it was the fact that the money was paid. — ^Did you on any 
occasion state to Mrs. Seymour that if the pleas were withdrawn, and 
judgment given, the charges of fraud would be given up ? Never, most 
distinctly. — (By Master Slade): Has the money ever been paid to this 
day ? J Never. I have always thought it ought to be paid. He knew it. 



* At Mr. WooUett's own request, but Mr. WooUett omits this. 

t Is it credible that if Mr. Woollett said this, Mr. Wright would tell Mrs. 
Seymour there was no necessity for his looking over the papers she brought to 
him to get his opinion as a father, or to advise her to "ur^" Mr. Seymour to 
withdraw his pleas ! What can be thought of a barrister who says he advised 
another barrister, without qualification or explanation, to admit himself guilty of 
a fraud ! 

t Mr. Seymour had already said it was ready to be paid. It would have been 
paid long before, but the understanding was that Mr. Seymour need not pay till 
he had paid his final instalment to his other creditors. 
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I always thought it ought to be paid ; and if it had been paid, this inqniry 
would never have taken place. — (By Mr. Seymour) : You are aware that 
portions of the money were paid, Mr. Woollett ? I should like to explain 
what portions have. I am aware that a sum of £25 was paid to me, and 
that I handed it over to Mr. Parker ; but I ought to state the circumstances 
under which it was done. Mr. Seymour came to me again about this 
matter : I said, " My principal object is to see that Mr. Parker is paid ; I 
do not wish to injure you, and never did." First of all he suggested he 
could pay ;£100. I said, ** Then, if you give me £100, 1 will pay it to Mr. 
Parker." Ultimately it reduced itself to £25, for which he gave me a 
cheque, I think, upon the London and County Bank ; and he was to have 
sent it to me at Newcastle. That cheque I passed to Mr. Chamock, and 
I sent Mr. Charnock's cheque to Mr. Parker, when it was honoured ; but 
I have never received any further sum of money. 

Were you aware that any money was paid since ? 

1 only know of that £25, and £25 paid for costs, when the pleas were 
withdrawn. 

Master Slade : £20 and £10 besides have appeared in some letter. 

(By Mr. Seymour) : I understand you, then, to say, that you never, to 
Mrs. Seymour or Mr. Wright, said anything to lead them to the con- 
clusion, that the charge of fraud would be withdrawn, if the pleas were 
withdrawn ? 

Most distinctly not. 

Or that judgment woxdd not be signed 7 

i said this, that I thought Mr, Parker was a man of that sort of disposi- 
tion, that he was the last man to take an advantage, and I think I used the 
expression, that if he had ** a giant's strength," he would not " use it as a 
giant," but that he was determined either to try the cause, or ;^ve the 
pleas withdrawn.* I am bound to protect the interests of others. 

Did you ever say that, if the pleas were withdrawn, you did not think 
judgment would be signed ; but that, if judgment were signed, it would be 
signed upon the common counts ? 

jfever. 

Nor to that effect ? 

Never. 

Did you say anything to Mr. Wright or Mrs. Seymour that it was a 
technical charge, or that it could not mjure anybody if withdrawn ? 

Certainly not. 

(By Master Slade) ; Did Mr. Seymour suggest to you, at any time, that 
this £500 that he received from Mr. Parker was in payment of his half 
interest in the patent? 

No ; Mr. Seymour represented to me this, that the £500 was to be 
placed at the bank upon a deposit note, together with £500 of his own, to 
bear interest at 6 per cent.f until the negotiation was carried out for the 
purchase of Beniowski's patent through Mr. Wilson. 

Oh ! Wilson ! Did he mention Mr. Wilson's name ? 

Tes ; at Brighton, and said it was through Wilson. ! ! ! 

Wilsont 

Yes. 



* Why did not Mr. Woollett recollect this before! When Mr. Woollett spoke of 
Mr. Parker being " the last man to take advantage," &c., he spoke with reference to 
the judgment, Mr. Seymour consented to give on the money counts, and which he 
led Mr. Seymour to believe would never be signed if Mr. Seymour wrote to Mr. 
Parker to say he had placed himself in his power, 

t Mr. Woollett is silent as to 5 per cent, in his affidavit ! 
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Then he knew Mr. Parker s clerk's Dame in August !^ 
Yes ; and when I left Brighton I was under the impression that no 
money had been advanced. — (By Master Slade) : Did you see Mr. Seymour's 
affidavit which he made on the application for postponing the trial 1 Never. 
— (By Mr. Seymour) : Where was it at Brighton 1 It was at your own 
lodgings, at the Baths, and I came down to you. — I think I asked you to 
supper ? — I met you. However, I did invite you in to supper If No ; I 
said, " I have come down to see you and have an interview with you ;" 
and you said, " Certainly : What time will you come V* *' What time wil| 
you like V* You appointed an hour, and I came at that hour. Was Mrs! 
Seyinour delicate at that time, and lying on a sofa? I know she wa^ 
not well, and she left the room, and I stayed.— Quite clear about Mrs. 
Seymour leaving the room^l I do not know.lt I said we had some 
private conversation. — Have you got any memorandum, or any entry 
at all, to fix the date of that interview ? I have none whatever, not 
eyen the month. — (By Master Rodwell) ; In the long vacation, was 
not it ? / have no recollection / The Northern Circuit Committed 
afiked me that. I Wanted to look at the affidavit, but they would 
not let me do so. If I referred to my affidavit, I might recollect the month 
I went down ;§ but I have a periiect recollection of what took place, 
(By Master O'Malley) : I understood Mr. Seymour to say— dia Mr. 
Seymour at any time state to you that the arrangement was that 
the money was to be expended in preliminary expenses ? Neyer ; 
never. Perhaps I ought to qualify it in this i^ay. I will not speak 
as to correspondence which is not at present before you; but if you 
ask me as to what took place previous to his writing to me, he did not. 
(By Master Greene) : Did he state anything about spending ^£500 out of 
his own pocket 1 No.— (By Master Treasurer) : Did he state that he was 
to be at any expense ? No ; that the money was to be placed at the bank 
on a deposit note till that was carried out.— -(By Master O'Malley) ; Have 
you that letter ? In my pocket ! 

[Mr. Seymour objected, in the first instance, to this "confidential " letter 
being read, principally on the grouhd that Mr. Woollett had stated in his 
dJ^davit that " a Cong correspondence^* had passed at that time between Mr. 
Seymour and himself, and Mr. Seymour urged that all should be forth- 
coming or none. Mr. Se3rmour, however, afterwards consented to the pro- 
duction of the letters. Two were then produced, but there was not onb 
WORD IN EITHER AS TO A "DEPOSIT," Or a " deposit uotc !" As these confiden- 
tial letters would give needless pain to third parties, Mr. Seymour abstains 
from publishinor them, but they are both quite consistent with his case. They 
State that all M. Seymour agreed to was, that £1,000 should be spent in 



* Here Mr. Seymour cannot deny that Sir F. Slade has come to his aid efiec- 
tively. The gentleman who could state this could also unblushingly deny the 
effect of his self-solicited interviews with Mr. Wright and Mrs. Seymour. Mr. 
Woollett's statement about Mr. Wilson is a pure fiction. Mr. Seymour neyer 
heard of Mr. Wilson till late in September. 

+ Why does Mr. Woollett join issue on such a point as to whether he came to 
supper, but that he fears it would be inconsistent with the assertion that he went 
to Brighton to demand an explanation of Mr. Seymour, for having dared to enter 
into money matters with Mr. Parker without his gracious sanetion I That he did 
come to supper, with a good appetite too, is beyond all question, and Mr. and Mrs.' 
Seymour are far from being the only persons who remember it. 

i Then why assert it I 

j The affidavit is equally vntliout any date ! It is singularly ambiguous as to 
times and places. 

22 
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" the preliminary costs of the company ;" and that when Mr. Seymonr 
made some suggestions about his paying ^500 into the bank, Mr. Parker re- 
plied he might do " just exactly as he pleased,'* and he was " not to call 
on Mr. Parker for any more money." Mr. Seymour goes on to state 
that he used the money for his own purposes and that of the company in- 
differently, but insists he had a perfect right to do so, once he had signed 
the contract with Captain Greene ; and he throws on Mr. Parker the whole 
blame of the company not being successfully launched.] 

(By Master Bagshawe) : If Mr. Seymour should wish to ask you any 
further questions, you will answer them ? Yes. — (By Master Chambers) : 
Were you acting in a professional character ? No. — Were you acting so as 
to convey a message to him, or from your own convictions and interest in 
the case ? From the interest I felt. — ^You told him * most positively that 
Mr. Parker would not consent to anything bul a verdict or judgment upon 
the whole declaration ; were you speaking from your own impression, or 
from dii-ect instructions ? I was speaking from direct instructions in the 
commimication between myself and Mrs. Seymour. I was to try and in- 
duce Mr. Parker not to proceed to extremities. I went down to Baddow. 
I saw Mr. Parker. Mr. Parker paced up and down. He said, " Mr. Woollett, 
it cannot be done. I made the charge advisedly, and I will not withdraw 
it." Then / saw htm writef — " Dear Sir, you ask me whether I decline to 
come to terms. I do not. My terms are judgment on the whole declara- 
tion and the pleas to be withdrawn.'* — (By Mr. Seymour) : That was in 
April or May, was it not ? I cannot say IJ 

(By Master CMallby) : Mr. Worsley attended before Justice Wight- 
man? 

It was in consequence of the schedule containing Mr. Parker's name. 
Mr. Parker thought he was unfairly dealt by. I pointed out the course 
which Mr. Parker ought to adopt. 

Master Baoshawe : We will give you notice, Mr. Woollett, if there is 
any necessity for your coming again. 

The Witness : 1 think I ought to say I have no vindictive feeling in 
this matter to Mr. Seymour I § My only desire is to see Mr. Parker paid his 
money ! and I have never had any other view in the matter than to save 
Mr. rarker and Mr. Seymour ! || " 

(The Witness vnthdrew,) 

EVIDENCE FOR THE DEFENCE. 

[4th Meeting, p. 1.] 

Mr. Seymour : In the first place I will begin by handing in that letter 
of Mr. Parker's. 
Master Treasurer : Of the 17th of October ? 
Mr. Seymour : The 17th of October. 

{The letter was handed to Master Oreene.) 



♦ Mr. Woollett nefver told Mr. Seymour so. 

t This letter was actually written to Messrs. Linklater a fortnight before Mrs. 
Seymour's interviews with Mr. Woollett I It was written in May. The interview 
was in June ! 

% But everything turns on the time. This is all consistent with Mr. Seymour's 
case if in April or May. The question is what occurred in June. 

§ Every witness who appeared against Mr. Seymour before the benchers made a 
similar declaration ! 

li Had Mr. Woollett thought less of his client's money and more of his friend-s 
honor, when he instigated the charge, it would have been well. Had he confessed 
that Mr. Parker was acting on that advice, at the same time he (Mr. Woollett) 
was counselling a compromise, it would have been better. 
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Master Greene read the letter: — "46, Pall Mall, 17tli Oct., 1855. My 
dear Sir, — The ;£l,000 is to be a charge upon the share of Mr. Greene in 
the patent, provided the company is not established, and the £1,000 is ex- 
pended. Mr. Greene and yourself are to give to Major Beniowski 200 of 
the public's shares paid up, tied up as the patent shares are, or to give him 
200 patent shares without the profits. As to Bow Street, Mr. Greene says 
there is a debt of *6250 upon it, and he proposes to pay half of it out of the 
^00 he is to receive. There is no lease of the house, but one can be had. 
Believe me, my dear Sir, yours most truly, James Parker. W. Digby 
Seymour, Esq., &c. &c. &c." 

Mr. Seymour : That last £500 was the £500 that was to be got to pay 
off the charge on the house. It is a different sum from the £500 in the 
action. 

Master Bagshawb : Mr. Seymour, you are aware that an application 
was made by yourself to Capt. Greene to attend here as a witness. 

Mr. Seymour : Yes, sir, 1 have made it both in writing and personally to 
himself. 

Master Baqshawe: And you are aware that I, on behalf of the 
nianagera, wrote, what is the fact, that the Bench were desirous to see him, 
and that not only no impediment should be interposed, but that every 
facility should be given to that gentleman for his attendance. 

Mr. Seymour : I am quite aware. 

Master Bagshawe : And you are aware that he has declined to attend, 
and has sent us a written statement* which, in due course, I presume, 
will be brought under the attention of the Bench. I presume you have 
seen that 

Transcript from the notes of Captain GBEENE, M.P. 
[B.R., Sixth Meeting, page 28.] 

Master Bagshawe : This is the letter of Captain Greene ; and it is ad- 
dressed to myself, in consequence of my having applied, in the name of 
myself and my colleagues, to Captain Greene ; that accounts for its being 
addressed to me. It is dated " House of Commons, June 20, 1861. Sir, — 
Under ordinary circumstances, I should have gi'eat pleasure in complying 
with the wishes of the Benchers of the Middle Temple, but considering the 
importance of the inquiry, and the length of time that has elapsed, I prefer 
giving you, as I have already done in reply to a similar application from 
the Committee of the Northern Circuit, the following statement, which is. 
svhstaTUiaUy a transcript from notes made by me at the time. 

Prior to July, 1855, Mr. Seymour was a member of a Committee of the 
House of Commons appointea to consider the best mode of economising 
parliamentary printing, and so he became acquainted with the merits of 
these patents, of which he entertained a very favourable opinion. 

" In July of that year, I accidentally met Mr. Seymour, and mentioned 
to him my wish that he would assist me in establishing a company to 
work these patents, telling him that £1000 would be required for preli- 
minary expenses ; and that I was anxious to have a first-class solicitor 
associated with the undertaking. 



* Nothing can more clearly illustrate the difficulty in which an accused is 
placed when he has no power of enforcing by legal process the attendanee oi 
witnesses. 

In Captain Greene's case, he refused to attend purely because he felt, after such 
a lapse of years, a strong objection to speak beyond the facts which appeared as 
entirely made' at the time in his private journal ; still his personal presence to read 
his notes would have been desirable. 
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" Mr. Seymour expressed his readiness to cooperate. I think the heads 
of this understanding were reduced to writing. 

" Some time afterwards, about the 18th or 19th of August, I made a 
more definite arrangement, which embraced the* appointment of Parker as 
solicitor, and in general respects was similar to the foregoing. 

"Mr. Parker came to Bow Street, and expressed himself greatly pleased, 
and told me at dinner at the Wyndham Club, that any arrangement Mr. 
Seymour made he would be satisfied with. 

" Subsequently a draft agreement wa? drawn up by my solicitor, at Mr. 
Seymour's expense, embodying in more formal language the former arrange- 
ment. 

" Some objections ih detail were made, but afterwards Mr. Wilson, on 
Mr. Parker's behalf, expressed himself quite satisfied ; still some minor 
points were raised, but I met Mr. Parker in Pall Mall, and asked him 
whether he was authorised to act for Seymour. He replied, * I am,' and I 
then entered ipto other particulars about the works at Bow Street, to 
which Mr. Parker agreed on behalf of himself and Mr. Seymour, and I then 
consi4ered all finally settled. 

" At the end of October I was informed Mr. Seymour went to New* 
castle. 

" I heard from Mr. "Wilson, on the 8th of November, that Mr. Parker 
was too unwell to attend to business. 

" About the same time I met Mr. Seymour, who said that everything was 
inost unfortunate, and that all the delays were caused by Mr. Wilson, but 
that be (Seymour) was most anxious to go on with the company, 

" Shortly after I went to Chelmsford, when I saw Mr. WiLaon, who re* 
ferred, when T was leaving, to a cheque for £600, which had been paid to 
Mr. Seymour as Mr, Parker's share of the ^lOOO towa/rds preliminary ex- 
penses, which he (Mr. Wilson) said * he supposed was expending in Bow 
Street.' I told him I had received from Mr. Seymour £60. 

" I was informed by Mr. Parker that his health would not admit of his 
going on with the company, and the misunderstanding between him and 
Seymour terminated my connection with them in the matter. I ought, 
however, to have mentioned that Air. Parker paid me £20 to meet some of 
the expenses afterwards. 

" I AtWATS UNDEBSTOOD Mr. PaRKER WAS TO HAVE HALF Mr. SeYMOUR's 

INTERESTS IN THE PATENTS, and I know nothing about how they settled 
money matters until I heard from Mr. Wilson, as before mentioned, being 
SATISFIED with the undertaking that the £1000 was to be expended in pre- 
liminary expenses for the company. 

" After the lapse of so many years, I have given you the best explanation 
in my power, as I had never expected to have any reference made to me in 
the matter. I have the honour to be, sir, your obedient servant, John 
Greene." 

Copy Mefri«yt<3i,lid'Wm of Agreement between Captain Greene, MP., and 

Mr. DiGBT Seymour. 

[B.K., Seventh Meeting, page 39.], 

"[August 24th, 1855.] 

"Beniowski's Patent Pjiintinq Compant. English, Scotch, and 
CoLONiAi* Patents. Limited. Capital, £76,000. — ^Ten pound shares, 
^2 paid, 7500 ; the proprietor to receive shares, 2600 — according profit^ 
after all shareholders are paid lOper cent., for the public, §000 — Trustees — 
Directors— Banker— Auditor— iSecretary. SEYMOUR UNDERTAKES 
TO FIND £1000 FOR PRELIMINARY EXPENSES OF COMPANY, 
DIRECTORS, &c. MESSRS. PARKER TO BE SOLICITORS ANQ 
GIVE . ALL. POSSIBLE SUPPORT. SEYMOUR TO SHARB 
3EQUAtLY WITH J. G. THE REMAINING TWENTY-SEVElf 



i 
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BHAEES and all shares given up by , , &c., AND 

ALSO ALL BENEFITS arising from the Company. The English and 
Colonial patents pay a royalty of ^£100 per annum to Beniow&i. The 
Scotch a royalty of il5 per annum. Beniowski requires a limited right to 
a type foundry and printing offices in England for printing his own works 
only. — Beniowski's name in the Company. — Beniowski to have 100 pro- 
prietary shares, 200 general shares. — Sladen's costs to be paid in shares. — 
Seymour to have a lien upon J. QJs share of the English patents for £1000. 
— -The Secretary to be appointed on merit. — Seymour to have three months 
to complete the Company. — The establishment at Bow Street to be placed 
at the disposal of the Company and promoters for three months, to be 
kept up at their expense, and if the Company is not formed to revert 
to J. G., and in no worse condition than at present. 

[J. Greene.] 

[W. D. Setmour.]" 

Master Greene: I do not know whether this involves Mr. Parker's 
arrangement with you ? 

Mr. Seymour : Yes, sir. You will see it introduces his name. 

Master Greene : Was there no previous agreement ? 

Mr. Seymour : Oh ! yes, but I did not say I had it. 

Master Baoshawe : He stated he had not. 

Mr. Seymour ; I stated there was an agreement previous to the 18th of 
August, and I believed Captain Greene ought to have it : — ^that agreement 

is of the 18th of August. Then comes 's letter of the 23rd of August. 

After that I signed this agreement. The copy agreement in Mr. Greene's 
handwriting has no date. 

[Seventh Meeting, p. 40.] 

(Mr, ^s letter was handed in, and is asfoUows : — ) 

" My dear Greene, — I am up here without any one to consult in the 
ofer that has been made by Mr. Seymour^s party t but as you say an inmie- 
(uate answer is necessary, I suppose I must accept their offer, of giving up 
one-third of my share, and receiving the remaining proportion in paid up 
shares — if the company is not formed, the whole one-foiirth of the patents 
returning to me. I must also have a notice froni you before I sign any 

gaper of the proportions that the other shareholders are giving, for as X 
ave contributed more than any one. save yourself, I have a riffht to stand 
as well if not better than others. You will also have to explain to Mr. 
Seymour the agreement we have made about the annuity to Beniowski, as 
that will fall upon them, or at all events my portion of it. I make out 
by Mr. Seymour's letter, that if 2,000 ten pound shares were given to the 
promoters, his party would keep 668 of them, and the remainder would be 
divided amongst us. Is this so ? What does he mean by saying, ' Of 
course my friends would require three months for allotting the sliares ; as 

you are satisfied to give that. Captain can have no difficulty in 

doing so ' ? They could not allot the shares till . the company was 

formed, and that would take at least three months. — Yours truly, % 

August 23." 

[Fourth Meeting, p. 8.] 

Mr. Seymour : I have done my best to produce Gaptain Greene, and it is 
one of my misfortunes that he is not here. I wish the Bench to allow me to 
read an answer to a specific question that I asked him. I wrote to him on the 
21st of June, 1861 ; — * * Dear Sir, — I regret that you object to attend before the 
Benchers on Monday next, and I trust you may still change your present 
resolution. Will you, meanwhile, be so good as to answer the following 
question, and to permit me to submit your answer to the Benchers ? Can 
you state, of your own knowledge, whether Mr. Parker was aware of the 
91-rangement, that if £1,000 was spent in the preliminary expenses of the 
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printing company, this £1,000 was to he a lien, or charge, on your interest in 
the patents, in the event of the cornpany not being successfvl f Yours truly, 
W. DiGBY Seymour. Captain Grreene, M.P.'* 

Master Greene : Is not the expression in that letter " his ;£ 1,000 1" 

Mr. Seymour : " This £1,000.'' 

Master O'Mallby : Would you read that part of it again ? 

Mr. Seymour : " Can you state, of your own knowledge, whether Mr. 
Parker was aware of the arrangement that if £1,000 was spent in the pre- 
liminary expenses of the printing company, this £1,000 was to be a lien, 
or charge, on your interest in the patents, in the event of the company not 
being successful V 

Master Bagshawe : Now, then, before Mr. Seymour reads this answer, 
I would beg leave to suggest whether we can pay any attention to this 
letter (!). 

Master Treasurer : Of course it is not legal evidence, but we had better 
hear it. 

Master O'Mallby : I think we ought to read it. 

Master Treasurer : Mr. Seymour, just read the answer to it. 

Master O'Malley : I wish to have the answer to it — the 21st of June. 

Mr. Seymour ; This is the 22nd of June, 1861 : — ^^ Dear Sir, — In reply 
to your question, I beg to make the following extract from a letter of Mr, 
Parker,* dated October 13, 1866 : — * I have had an interview with Mr. Sey- 
mour ; the £1,000, and any other advance made, must be secured upon the 
patents.* "^e following is an extract from my reply to him of the same 
date : — ' The arrangement I made with Seymour was, that in case of the 
company not succeeding, and £1,000 being expended, that sum should be 
a lien upon my share of the English patents.' Yours faithfully, John 
Greene. W. Digby Seymour, Esq., Q.C." (l^he two letters were handed 
in,) I do not know whether tJie Bench will notice the other letter of Mr. 
Parker's which I have put in, but it appears to my eyes to have been copied 
in a machine. 

Master O'Mallby : What have we to do with that being copied ? 

Mr. Seymour : It appears to me to have been taken in a machine. 

Master Greene : Solicitors take a copy that way. 

Master O'Mallby : Is there any point to be made on its being copied in 
a machine ? 

Mr. Seymour : A Question was asked of Mr. Parker with respect to it. 
He says it was a careless letter, and some question arose as to whether he 
or Mr. Wilson had a copy of it. It may be hypercritical, but it appears 
to me that there is a copy in his letter-book. 

Master O'Mallby : It appears to have been written from a place where 
the clerk, Mr. Wilson, was not. 

Master Bagshawe : Have you got a copy, Mr. Seymour, of the letter 
which was put in of the 17th of October 1 

Mr. Seymour : It is at my chambers. 

Master Bagshawe ; We have a copy here. 

Mr. Seymour : It is entirely at your disposal. I have got a letter from 
Mr. Wright, of Sunderland. He has written to Mrs. Seymour to say that 
it is utterly impossible for him to attend before the Benchers to-night ; but, 
if they wish it, he will be happy to come any day later in the week. But 
he has sent up a declaration under the statute, which I ask the Bench to 
receive. 



♦ This is the letter referred to by Mr. Lush, ante^ p. 147. If Mr. Parker wrote 
one " careless letter," he can scarcely account for writing two ! The letter Captain 
Greene refers to was written four days befwe the letter lipon which he was cross- 
examined by Mr. Seymour. 
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Master Greene : If he is not coming, we can receive it/ 

Master Slade : These are witnesses you were going to produce. You now 
produce a letter from one, and a statutory declaration from the other. 

Mr. Seymour : I know it, Sir Frederick. I believed, with regard to Mr. 
Wright, that I should be able to get him to-night ; he cannot come, but he 
will be able to come before the £nch at another time. But, in the mean- 
time, he has sent up an affidavit, made before a Commissioner for taking 
oaths. 

Master Greene : We do not object to it at all, Mr. Seymour, if he cannot 
come. 

[Fourth Meeting, p. 12.] 

Master Baoshawe : As far as we are concerned, we are of opinion that 
Mr. Wright ought to be here, or it must be shown that he cannot come. 
Now then, Mr. Seymour, have you any other witnesses to call ? 

Mr. Setmour : Yes ; Mr. Bennett is outside ; I will call him first. 

Master Bagshawe : Do you intend to put in the agreements of the 18th 
and 24th of August, 1855, between yourself and Captain Greene ? 

Mr. Seymour : The 18th ! The last one which includes Mr. Parker's 
name is in. 

Master Baoshawe : We have not seen it. 

Mr. Seymour : Oh ! it is in. 

THOMAS KANDALL BENNETT caUed in and examined by Mr. 

SEYMOUR 

[Fourth Meeting, p. 13.] 

Are yon a barrister-at-law and a member of the Oxford Circuit ? 

Yes. 
. Were you my counsel, and instructed in the action of Parker against 
myself ? 

Yes, I was. 

Do you recollect, Mr. Bennett, advising on that case, having your atten- 
tion called to the question of whether or not an ad interim certificate in 
the Court of Bankruptcy was any bar to the common counts ? 

I was and I am still of opinion on the authority of a decided case, 
^' Blackford against Hill," 19, Law Journal, I think it is the Court of 
Queen's Bench which there decided that it would not be a bar. 

Master O'Malley : On what ground f 

On the ground that until the mial certificate it could not be pleaded, and 
the plea there was demurred to. 

Mr, Seymour : Did you express an opinion to me at the time, looking to 
the general merits of tne case, as to the counts for fraud, and the counts 
for breach of trust ? 

Well, I must express myself very guardedly in this; but I was of opinion 
that it might be defended altogether, and, as far as my memory serves me, 
I am still of the same opinion. The counts were looeely drawn, or might 
even have been demurred to ; but the facts of the case did not at all justify 
any such imputation as that of fraud, and I have a very strong opinion that 
the counts could not be proved at cM, 

Did you attend before the Judge at chambers when an application was 
made for a postponement of the trial ? 

Yes, I did ; I remember that distinctly. 

Will you state to the Benchers, Mr. Bennett, what occurred there ? 

Mr. Justice Wightman was then sitting at chambers, and he was disposed 
to make the order, and in fact had got out his pen to make the order, when 
the counsel or attorney on the other side, I forget which, produced the 
schedule of Mr. Seymour's debts, and said it was impossible that any wit- 
ness could disprove it : and Mr. Justice Wightman turned round imme. 
diately, and saidy under those circumstances, ihe thought Mr, Seymour ough 
not to defend the action, I think his attention was called to the whole case 
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but his Judgment was not idtered, and he thought judgment ought to be 
taken. 

Was there anything further occurred at that time ? 

Nothing that I recollect, except that I was very disheartened in the case, as 
Mr. Justice Wightman had given out that opinion, because I ventured to 
differ from him ; but, as he was to be the Judge in trying the case, I thought 
it useless to contend with him, and so I mentioned it to Mr. Serjeant Shee 
in a consultation I had with him on the subject, and he seemed to be of 
the same opinion. 

That he must have a verdict against me ? 

Tes ; on the money counts for £500. That was the opinion I formed of 
the case. 

Do you recollect afterwards being at my chambers ? Do you remember 
at all the circumstances under which I determined to withdraw my 
pleas? 

Well, I do not recollect all the circumstances, because really it was a case 
connected more with matters that did not come before me ^ but I do 
recollect that Mr. Parker was told that Mr. Seymour would withdraw the 
pleas. 

Master Baoselawe : Don't tell us what you were told.* 

Het advised that the plea to the indebitatus count should be withdrawn, 
and judgment given for that. 

(By Mr. Seymour) : Do you recollect anything being said about judg- 
ment being signed only on the indebUcUus count ? 

I recollect seeing LinJdater^s clerk and telling him that he had better see 
that it was signed on the indebitatus count. 

Do you recollect Mrs. Seymour coming over to your chambers where 
I waS; and communicating a letter that had been received from Mr. Wool- 
lett? 

She did come over, but what she did communicate I do not pretend to 
say. I had finished the case then. 

On the whole, are you able to say whether at the time, looking to what 
passed and what was said, and from what you had stated to me at the time 
1 withdrew tliose pleas under your advice — can you state, as far as you are 
able to form an opinion, that I was at that time under the impression that 
every imputation was withdrawn — because I was anxious to explain to the 
Bench the motive for a certain act which has been pressed s^ainst me ? 

Cebtainly. The simple fact was, in the face of what Mr. Justice Wight- 
man had said, it was no use defending the action, and I scarcely considered 
the other counts, which appeared to me to be too frivolous to notice ; they 
charged the breach of trust in the most loose manner, and I did not think 
— I thought they were a random drawing, but it was the last count was. a 
serious count, the count to which I have referred. 

(Master Bagsbawe) : You are speaking as to the fourth ? 

I am speaking as to the fourth count. The indebitatus count. 

Cross-examined by the BENCH : — 

(By Master Bagshawe) : I have only one question. You have stated 
that the opinion vou have formed was founded on the facts laid before you ; 
were those facts m writing ? 

I cannot tell the exact facts, but they were stated to me verbally by Link* 
later's clerk, and some by Mr. Seymour himself ; but the facts as laid be- 
fore me, which I can give you, were that Mr. Seymour had met with Mr. 
Parker 

(By Master O'Mallby) : Were those in writing, or not ? 

* This strictness is strangely irreconcileahle with the latitude given and taken 
by the witnesses against Mr. Seymour. 
f Mr. Bennett is referring to Mr. Justice Wightman. 
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I cannot tell you which were in Writing) and which were not. As far as 
I can treasure it in my mind, some were in writing, and some were not. 

By Master Greene : What facts were laid before you^ Mr. Bennett t^ 

Shall I give you them ? 

As they were laid before you. 

That Mr. Seymour had met Mr. I^arker at the London Bridge Bailway 
Station, that they had some conversation aboilt some patent that Mr. 
Parker had agreed to join in the speculation, and that he then went into a 
Statioiier's shop, and drew a cheque fdr ^£500 ; and F thought no jury mould 
believe that a trust could be constituted in that way, I thought if those facts 
could be prored, that there was no chamce of proving a breach of the trust 
or any fraud 1^ Mr. Seymour. 

By Master Greens : Were those all the facts ? 

Master Baoshawe : Mr. Bennett will tell th^ whole story. 

Then that it was paid into Mr. Seymour's account at the Boyal British 
Bank, then in existence ; then that it was used in certain matters ; I do 
not know which, particularly in getting the patent ; then Mr. Parker wished 
to back out of it ; and when he wished to oack out of it the money was 
spent. Those are the facts, as I recollect them, in my own mind. I have 
not refreshed my memory since that time. 

"Aiose are all the important facts represented to you ? 

They are all the important i»x^&. I am speaking as far as I remember. 

Master Eodwell: Was there anything said £U)out Mr. Seymour de^* 
positing ^500 ? 

Something was said about it being advanced equally, and I frequently 
asked whether it was done. 

Was it ever represented to you that it was advanced 9 Did you ever 
Understand that J^OO was advanced ? 

I imderstood that no such sum was advanced^ 

Did you understand that Mr. Parker had advanced thei £500 upon the 
condition of Mr. Seymour advancing ^00 ? 

No. 

Did you understand that it was advanced by Mr. Parker on the under- 
standing that Mr. Se3rmour advanced an equal amount ?t No ; I do not 
Remember that. — How was the ^00 introduced that Mr. Seymour was to 
advance ? In this way, that it was to cost £1,000, and 1 (fid not under- 
stand distinctly that Mr. Sevmour was to advance £500, bt)t that he was 
to procure £500 to be added to Mr. Parker's ; in fact, I understood that 
some other party was to have a share, and that Mr. Digby Seymour was to 
have a share in that, without adtancing anything — ^to transfer part of the 
patent to somebody else for another £500. 

Did you understand that one of the conditions of the advancing the 
£500 of Mr. Parker was that another forthcoming amount of £500 from 
Mr. Digby Seymour should be deposited ? 

I did not understand that, but that it was necessary to be raised. 

I do not yet understand it. I do not yet understand on what condition 
it was advanced 1 % 

When you say a " condition," it ^^as said that £500 was to go towards a 
share of the expenses. 

What was the other share ? What was your view ? 

That it was to cost £1000. 

Where was the other to come from ? 



* A counsel is asked to reveal the secret instructions of his client I 

+ A pretty question for a learned bencher to put: "did you understand that it 

^ras advanced on the understanding !" 
% Was this sincere, or was it an affectation of inability to comprehend as six^ple' 

a proposition as that 2 and 2 make 4 ! 

23 
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Either from Mr. Digby Seymonr, or that he was to get it 

Was the £500 advanced by Mr. Parker on the condition — I use the word 
advisedly— that another £500 should be forthcoming by Mr. Seymour ? 

Not to my recollection ; it was not. My notion was that this would 
all prove abortive, unless the £500 was procured ; that the whole matter 
woiid prove abortive unless £1000 was spent ; that Mr. Parker advanced 
the £500 ; that he did not care where the other £500 came from ; that he 
trusted to Mr. Seymour to procure it. He did not expect he was to advance 
it, nor care where he was to get it ; but he understood that he would 
procure it, and that the £1000 should be spent on the patent. 

^y Master Greene) : When the £500 was procured ?♦ 

When the £500 was procured. I am only speaking from memory. I 
have nothing to refresh my memory with ; but that is the impression lefb 
on my mind. 

^y Master O'Mallet) : You attended before Mr. Justioe Wightman ! 

Yes. 

That application was made upon affidavit 9 

Yes. 

Do you remember settling that affidavit ? 

I tlunk it was settled by me. 

Did you use that affidavit before the Judge ? 

Yes, I did ; that Mr. Hudson was a necessary witness. 

Are you aware that one of those alle^tions was, that he had sold his 
share of the patent for £500, outright, to Mr. Parker ?t 

I do not Know what the allegations were. If you will show me the 
affidavit^ I will see. I am speaking now of the impression on my mind, 
and I will tell you where I got the impression. 

Mr. Sktmour : Pardon me ; you are putting it as a totally different story 
now. The consideration for the purchase of Captain Greene's interest was 
the expenditure of £1,000. The consideration for the purchase of half my 
interest was the advance of £500 by Mr. Parker. Therefore the two are 
exchangeable terms ; that is what I mean. I am sure the Bench will pardon 
me for calling tiieir attention to that. My ajf^avit is pe/rfecdy consistent. 

The Witness : I have not seen tlie affidavit now for three years. 

Master Treasureb ; Perhaps you will peruse it. 

I will. {The affidavit was handed to the Witness.) I did not know — ^it is 
quite from recollection — that there was anything said about £1,000, to con- 
nim me that the impression in my mind was quite correct. This is in ac- 
cordance with what I have already stated. I have perused it. 

(By Master O^Mallet) : Is there anything about £500 for the sale of the 
lihare? 

Master Treasurer: Bead the paper. 

The Witness {reading the affidavit) : I think that is the substance of what 
I have already stated. I have not seen it now for three years. 

Master O'Mallet : But I understand, when the £500 was advanced, that 
that £500 was to be expended in preliminary expenses. First of all, let 
me ask you, then, what were the money counts of the declaration ? 

" Money had and received ; money paid'; money lent," I think ; but 
really I cannot recollect. 

(By Master Bagshawb) : The declaration is here if you like to see it. 



* Master Greene puts an es^ression in Mr. Bennett's month which he adopts, 
hut it is obviouB, from his previous answers, that he did so unconsciously. 

t It contains no spch allegation ! This wilful persistence in misconstruing 
Mr. Seymour's affidavit, at last ends in the monstrous insinuation in the Bencher^s 
judgment. 
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(By Master O^Malley): And for a fourth count the plaintiff suea the 
defendant. (Master O'Mallbt read the fourth count,) Now suppose it to 
be the fact that the money had been advanced on the understanding that it 
was to be expended in preUminaiT expenses, and that it was expended in 
preliminaiT expenses, it is suggested, to me — ^how the money counts could be 
maintained ? Can you suggest any ground ? 

The ground they would have contended at the trial was, that he had 
admitted the debt by the schedule. 

What count would that be on ? 

The " account stated.'* Mr. Justice Wightman so held : but I conceived 
that he was wrong. 

Do you mean to say that Mr. Justice Wishtman held that the admission 
on the schedule would be an admission of the debt ? 

Yes, he did. I considered him wrong. He certainly did hold so. 

You are perfectly aware that it is a dmerence of opinion ? 

I contend that he was in error in law. 

It is an error against all kinds of law \* 

It is not for me to contend. 

(By Master Slade): I should like to know whether those schedules 
are put in on oath ? 

The schedule was put in in an unfair manner by the plaintifiTs counsel 

No, no ; was the schedule put in by Mr. Seymour in the Court of Bank* 
ruptcy upon oath ? 

I believe so. 

(By Master O'Mallbt) : Then at the time, as I understand you — ^you 
have been asked : only I am sorry it was gone into at all, but I must ask 
you this-^^t the time that money was insei'ted in the schedule, is it quite 
clear that there is no ground on which that could be recovered or considered 
as a debt ? 

I remember so telling Mr. Seymour-and I told him so three ^ears ago 
— ^that he was demented when he put it into the schedule ; he said he had 
lost his head and made a mistake ; I told him there was no chance. 

(By Mr. Seymour) : Suppose, Mr. Bennett, the case to have been this, — 
that I had consented that Mr. Parker having advanced £500 towards the 
preliminary expenses, that I had consented, after a time, to let him go out 
of the original agreement, and to take upon myself the whole prospective 
interest, roth of Mr. Parker and myself, and that he should take his <£500 
in consideration of his illness ; would that account for my not having a 
defence imder that count ? 

That is a question I should like to consider more seriously. I did not 
deal with that, I only dealt with the question before me. 

Master Greene : it cannot be important to consider what Mr. Bennetf9 
view of the law is.t Mr. Seymour's view is quite another thing. 

( The Witness withdrew, f) 

* See Mr. Lash'8 answer to this in his address, post, 

f But it is surely most important to consider the advice he gave Mr. Seymour, 
Mr. Bennett was Mr. Seymour's Counsel, and whether he was right or wrong Mr. 
Seymour was guided by him. But for his strong opinion, confirmed by Mr, 
Serjeant Shee, Mr. Seymour would not have consented to Mr. WooUett's terms. 

t The following is an extract from Mr. Bennett's evidence before the Northern . 
Circuit Committee : — 

''Mr. Bsnnbtt: The understanding, on my part, was that judgment was only 
to be signed for £500, on the money counts. I consider it a veiy great breach of 
faith if the judgment has been signed wholly ; and, if 1 had been informed of it^ 
I should have had no hesitation whatever in making oh affidavit that that judgment 
was signed in breach of £Eiith. * • * * » 

**}ir, Setmoub: You saw me perpetually |t that time. I was your under 
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Mr. Setmotjii : I don't know whether any Bencher would be kind enongl^ 
to put these questions. I have a memorandum on paper, if the Bench 
would allow some member to put these questions to Mi^ Seymour, and will 
excuse my being present at the time she is examined. 

Ma£(ter Baqshawe : Excuse ine, Mr. Seymour, if Mrs. Seymour should 
be called here, is she to allow that correspondence with Mr. Woollett whicl^ 
she had, to be produced ? because you should let us know, having reference 
to the communications between her and Mr. Woollett, whether you wish 
that letter of Mr. Woollett's produced or not, because it is impossible for u£} 
to suppose that it should not be produced if she is to be orally examined. 

Mr. Setmoub: I atn much obliged to you, but it inyolves the same 
question that has been referred to before. Of course, I have not that cor? 
respondence between Mrs. Seymour and Mr. Woollett which took place 
berore those pleas were withdrawn. 

Master Baoqhawb : The story stands in this way. There is a correr 
spondence of a confidential character which passed between Mrs. Seymour 
and Mr. Woollett ; that led to an interview. Do you wish to exclude the 
correspondence ? Now I take it, you shoiQd give us the whole or none. 
For we cannot allow the interview to be in evidence and the correspondence 
excluded. The correspondence is private. 

Mr. Setuoub : It was because the correspondence ended in nothing, so far 
as I understand it, that the interview took place. 

Master Treasurer : I do not think we should anticipate anything. 

Mr. Setmour ; That correspondence led to the interview. I have never 
fiieen it. 

Master Bagshawe : Litem scripta manet. As far as I am poncemed, I 
should entirely object to a question being asked of Mrs. Seymour unless ihe. 
whole of this correspondence is put in.'*' 

Mr. Setmou^ 2 I should take it as a favour if ^ou would examine Mm. 
gevmour in my absence. Would you haye any objection, Mr. 0*Malley, to 
asK the questions ? 

Master Treasurer i Do you wish to be abient ? 

Mr. Seymour : Yes. (Mr. SE YMOUB withdrew,) 

(Mr. SEYMOUB was re-caUed.) 

(By Master O'Mallbt) ; I am sorry to say, Mr. geymo\ir, I cannot undert 
fltoid these written qnestions. 



tenant in the King's Bench Walk^ and yon had {m opportnnity of forming 9^ 
opinion upon my conduct and motiveB in this matter of Mr. Parker's. I^ therefore^, 

Fat it to you, as one barrister to another, whether, as far as you can form an opinion^ 
did not act| at the time when 1 consented to giye M^. Parker th^t judgment, 
under the belief that the imputation of fraud was withdrawn ; foid that I was, 
giving him a judgment upon the Money Counts alone ? 

" Mr. Bennett: Certainly. I did understand it so m^l£ ♦ • • 

" Mr. SBYMOtrai It took you by surprise to hear that there was any suggestioi^ 
that the judgment had been signed upon the special counts ? 

" Mr. Bennett : Yes. 

'f Mr. Sstuoua: Or that any imputation was made upon me as to the mode IQ 
which I had acted in settling that action ? 

" Mn Bennett: It certainty did" 

* Mr. Bagshawe adopts Mr. Parker's quotation ; but, in demanding the "cour 
l^dential^^ letters of Mrs. Seymour, was he not introducing a new practice in a 
Court of Honour ! 

However, Mr. Seymour afterwards consented to <my and all letters of Mrs. 
Seymour to Mr. Woollett or Mrs. Woollett being produced, and it then turned out 
there was rwt one forthcoming I At first he shrunk from having the private letters 
pf his wife paraded before such a tribunal, but on second thoughts, conscious that 
ids honor had been safe in her hands, he demanded i^eir production. Then, io I 
^ot one ^an be found *! 
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Mr. Seymour : I just wrote out the qnestions in a rough way ; but> if you 
please, I will examine Mrs. Seymour.* 
Master O'Mallbt : I think you had better. 

Mrs. SEyMOUE caJUUd in, and Examined hy Mb. SEYMOUR. 

[4th Meeting, p. 22.] 

Do you recollect during our visit to Brighton receiving a visit from Mr. 
Woollett ? 

Yes ; I distinctly recollect it one evening, between six and seven o'clock. 
You brought him into our lodgings at Brighton — ^the Brunswick Baths — 
I Was in delicate health at the time, and being an intimate friend you 
brought him in to see me. 

I believe he remained to supper ? 

He did ; about nine o'clock in the evening I remember wishing him good 
night. I cannot distinctly say, but, I think, I was not absent one minute 
^m the time he entered the room. 

Do you recollect during the time Mr. Woollett was there — during the 
time he was at the Brunswick Baths — ^reference being made to money 
TXiatters 7 

Not the slightest. 

If they were introduced would f ou remember them ? 

Decidedly I should. 

Do you remember the time of Mr. Wooljetf s visit — ^the date— the period 
pf the year. 

1865 it was : it was a day or two after we arrived at the Brunswick 
!3athd. I think we arrived at the Brunswick Baths about the 28th of July ; 
the 28th to the 31st— somewhere about that ; — about two days. I was 
fatigued at the time. 

Have you taken any steps to ascertain ? 

I have. 

You came up from Brighton last night ? 

Yes, I called at the Brunswick Baths last nighty and looked at the book. 

From the entry you saw, and from the inquiries you have made, havia 
you fortified your own recollection as to the time of Mr. Woollett's visit ? 

I should say it was about the 1st or 2nd dav of August, 1655 ; it was 
two or three days after I arrived there. I looked at the book at the 
Paths. 

Now, do you recollect a visit of Mr. Parker at the Brunswick Baths ? 

Yes, I do. 

Was that visit before or after Mr. Woollett called ? 

It must be after — ^it was early ; he called very early. 

Can you say about what time it was— about what period I 

A few days afterwards — ^two or three (foys afterwards. 

Do you recollect what time he called t 

About half-past eight in the morning. 

Was I in the room when he called ? 

No, you were not up — ^ou might have been up, but you were not down- 
stairs. 

Did you send for me when Mr. Parker came ? 

I sent for you ; he introduced himself to me. I sat talking to him — it 
must have been about five or ten minutes. 

You had heard me mention the sulject of this Patent Printing Company 
before that ? 



* The questions were few and plain enough, Mr, Seymour might have been 
spar^ t)io delicate task of extuniniiig his Qwa wife I 
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I heard yon mention hid name to me in reference to his becoming a 
partner in the printing patent — ^a patent that I had seen and felt inte- 
rested in. 

You had seen the tjT)es ? — I had brought some types to Brighton ? 

Yes ; and the facihty of putting the types up is so great that I myself 
tM)uld do it. 

Do you recollect what Mr. Parker himself said when I came down ? 

You made a remark about the early visit. He said, " Well, Mr. Sey- 
mour, I have been thinking over this matter of the printing patent I 
am anxious to have a share in it, and am come to give you a cheque." He 
took out his cheque-book, and asked for pen and mk. You said there was 
no such hurry about it. He said, " Oh, let me do it now ; it will be off my 
mind ; I am going to the races ;" and I waa particularly surprised at the 
t^mark. 

He mentioned '^ races ;" did he say what races he teas going to ? 

I do not remember. 

He said he was going to the races 7 

Yes; and the remark was, ''It Will be safer in your pocket than in 
mine," or some remark of that kind. Tau refused to take it, and he put it 
back at your request, and after apolo^iski^ for his early visit^ which 1 did 
consider both inconsiderate and intmsive, he went away. 

But you did not expect it ? 

Certainly not ; we had but one sitting rooln at that time, and the children 
were coming to breakfisist with us. 

Do you recollect some days after that, in the middle of August, my going 
to town? 

I remember a letter coming to call you to town from Mr. Hudson, after 
some journey, but you were to see Mr. Hudson in town — ^to meet himu 

Do you recollect on my return from London that night, my giving you 
any ii^ormation about a cheque ? 

I remember you tolling me that Mr. Parker had travelled up with you, 
and that he so pressed you to receive a cheque for his share, that he went 
into the first stationer's shop and wrote it I said to you at the time, 
" Well, I wish he had not — ne must be very rash.*' That was the remark, 
1 think, made to you. I do not remember it exactly. I thought it had 
better not have been done. Tou told me you had received it, Mr, Hudson, 
I believe, aiso was with you. 

Do you recollect, in the month of June, 1858, calling upon Mr. Woollett, 
at his chambers ? 

I do {after a pause).' At his reqttest; he had written to ms, I had 
written to him when the action was Drought in 1858, one or two letters, 
and it was the result of those letters ; it resulted in nothing, and he wrote 
asking me to see him, and I did so. 

Do vou recollect what time it was that you saw him — about what time in 
June ? 

About the first week in June, I think. ^ 

Now, will you state what took place between you and Mr. WooUett ? 

I went to i&r. Woollett's chambers to tell him that you were determined 
to goon with the action, and Mr. Woollett said, " Let tne try and persuade 
you. Mrs. Seymour, it is foUy to so on with the action f and I said, "' My 
husoamd never can admit such a thing as this.^' His words were, as &r as 
I remember — " Bemember, it is merely a technical matter. Mrs. Seymour, 
let me explain it to you." And he explained it to me. " If tour husband 

WILL CONSENT TO WITHDRAW HIS PLEAS, I AM AUTHORISED TO STATE THAT 

THE CHARGE OF FRADD WILL BE WITHDRAWN." And I said, " Are you sure 
of that ?" And he said, '^ lam authorised to state so by my friend, Mr. 
Parker, and the matter must be settled in that way. He must put himadf %% 
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Mr, Parker's power in that wayP I said, " He must not do that."* He 
said, '' Let me persuade you \ it is merely a technical matter— there is 
nothing in it." 

Did he say anything about a judgment 1 

He said judgment wovld n^t he dgned at ally or if signed, it would be 
only signed for the debt, and I was so much happier in my mind, and I 
said, " Are you sure of it ?" and he said, " I am sure of it, and your 
husband must withdraw his pleas." And after a little conversation, he said, 
" Now try and persuade your husband to write a letter to Mr. Parker. He 
is a kind man, I believe ; I am sure he is ; I should wish him to write a 
letter. I know "h/jix. Parker better than Seymour does, and if he writes, 
" bring the letter to me fi/rsty and let me read it before it goes." And I am 
under the impression that you did write to him, that your clerk copied it, 
and that he took it. On a day afterwards you wrote to Mr. Woollett thai 
you had acted on his advice. 

Mr. Seymour : I hope I have got a copy of that letter. I believe I 
have. 
Master Bagshawe : Which letter do you mean ? 
Mr. Seymour: I mean the letter stating I acted on Mr. WooUetfs 
advice. 

By Mr. Seymour : You say Mr. Woollett said that he believed judg- 
ment would not be signed, but if it was signed it would be signed in debt ? 
He said," I believe it will never be sigiied, Mrs. Seymour," and I did 
not, till last week, believe it was signed. Leaving Mr. Woolletf s chambers, 
I remembered that my papa was in town, and I felt I should like to have 
his advice, as I knew he was considered a good lawyer. I went to his 
hotel, and I told him what had passed between me ana Mr. Woollett. He 
said, " Bring me the papers, and I will give you my opinion." 
Did you arrange to bring the papers f 

I did arrange to bring them the day after, and I did bring thein^ and he 
said, " You had no need to do it, for I have seen Mr. Woollett." 
Master Greene : When was that ? 

This was in June, 1858. This was my father, Mr. Wright. He said^ 
*' I have just seen Mr. Woollett." I think he said at his chimibers. ^ Mr. 
Woollett has told me all about it, and I am confident that Seymour must 
withdraw his pleas, and this is my advice, after what I have heard from 
Mr. Woollett" He said, " It is perfectly dear that your huthand cannot be 
prejudiced by mthdramng his pleas, after the tmderstanding that has been 
made" 
Master O^Malley : When was this ? 
This was in June, 1858. 

Mr. Seymour : And did your father advise you to urge me to withdraw 
the pleas ? 

Me did so distinctly, amd I did advise you to do so, and you did so. I 
feel positive what I state is correct — certainly. My papa cannot forget. 
I have got your papa's declaration here. 
Oh 1 have you 1 

Mr. Seymour : I do not propose to ask Mrs. Seymour anything else. If 
the Bench would like to do so, of course they can. 

Master Treasurer : Master Bagshawe or any other Master can ask Mrs. 
Seymour. 

By Master Bodwell : I will ask you one. Why did you make the obser- 
vation that it was very rash of Mr. Parker to advance the £500 ? 
Because he pressed it upon my husband when he paid his visit in the 



..^m 



* Mrs. Seymour objected to Mr. Seymour giving judgment even under 
fourth count. 
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morning, and then I thought h^ pressed it on him again. It took him so 
by snrprise-^walking from the railway statdom into a shop ; it was that 
which caused me to notice it, because I had not before heard of a gentleman 
going into a shop to sign a cheque for ;£500. 

Do you know why it was adranced, and upon what conditions ? 

I do not know upon what conditions, but I know this, that my iiusband 
told me that Mr. irarker was anxious to secure the patent, and Mr. Parker 
said, when he proposed to write it in my presefnce, it vfosfor his share. 

By Master O'Malley : As a purchase of his shares f* 

Aa a purchase — to become a partner. 

By Master Bodwbll : Were you aware that Mr. Seymottr wacr to ad- 
yance £500 as well ? 

I belieye so ; I had heasxl him state so. 

The rashness was the giving it on the moment ? 

He said, ^ Mr. Parker has pressed this money on me ; he has sighed thei 
cheque in a shop f and it was that occurrence that impressed it on my 
mina, or probably I should not have remembered it. I thought it was a 
large sum to draw a cheque for in a shop. 

Was the condition that Mr. Seyimur was to advance a cheq^ at the 
same time ? 

Oh, no ; there was no allusion made in my presence at all — ^no allusion 
whateyer. Mr. Parker said, ''I hate been thinking Oyer this matter, anct 
I should like to have it settled. I have called on ^o^ to '^ pay tlie chequ&'* 

" To pay the cheque V 

'* To pay you my cheque." I think those were Ins words. 

By Master Bagshawe : Was thero anything said about wlio was to be 
tlie solicitor to the company P 

/ always imderstood JUr. Parker was to be* I heard it mentioned. 

By Master Greene : By whom ? 

Tnere was no remark at that conversation. 

By whom did you hear it mentioned that Mt, Parker wto to be the^ 
solicitor ? 

I think I heard it mentioned by Mr. Seymour. I never heard Mr. 
Parker make any remark upon the subject at alL 

(Mrs. SEYMOUR withdrew,) ' 
Ms. EDWAHD NSEYES HUDSON calUd in and Examined by Mb. 

SEYMOUR 
[Fourth Meeting, p. 28.] 

Are you in any profession or business at present^ 

No. 

Where do you reside, Mr. Hudson ? 

In Hereford-square, Brompton, No. 8. 

How long have you resided there ? 

From six to seven years. 

And has your name appeared in the Post Office Directory and Court 
Guides as residing there i 

Oh! yes. 

I met jQUf I think, the other day, on the boat, coming up from Nine 
Ehns? 

Yea. 

Did I then inform you of the present inquiry ? 

You ^ke about it. I had a knowledge of it before. 

And did I state I should be glad if you would attend the next meeting 
that was convenient to the Benchers, and state what you could recollect 



* Was it not a little ungenerous to give this turn to Mrs. Seymoar*s answer ? 
Her reply only makes her evidence more clear and forcible. 
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as far as your memory could recollect, in connection with Mr. Parker and 
the Beniowski Printing Company^ iu 1855 f 

Yes. 

Do you recollect any time of the autumn of 1855 — ^the month of August, 
1855 — communicating with me with reference to my coming to London ? 

Yes ; I recollect, on my return from America, / wrote you to Brighton^ 
and requested you to meet me in London immediately. 

Do you recollect whether that was the beginning or middle of August, 
or what time in August it was ? 

It must have been about the middle. 

Did you meet me at the Eailway Station-^at the Brighton Bailway 
Station 7 

Yes, I did. 

Do you recollect whether I came up by a morning or an afternoon traii^ ? 

Oh ! by a m,oming. 

Now, at that tin^e had you any knowledge at all — ^had you known any- 
thing about a Mr. Parker, or a printing company — or had you been in 
America some time ? 

I had been absent from England, and had been away about five weeks, 
and knew nothing about it. 

just state, as nearly as you can recollect, whether you saw me when I 
came from the train — whether there was any person with me. 

Yes, I will do so with pleasure. In 1855 ! As I told you when I saw 
you on the steamboat the other day, my memory on this subject is very 
dim and indistinct indeed. I do know that I met you ; and I remember — 
I think — I do remember distinctly, that there was a gentleman with yoii 
then ; but I also remember to have met another friend (who also came fron^ 
the train) at the carriage door, and that he and I walked together. I kruyw 
you were mth some one, because I know that I walked with a Mend and 
acquaintance of mine there on that occasion. 

Where were we going to f 

You were going to Lomhard-street, to an office. 

By Master O'Mallby : To what office ? ^ 

The Waller Mines, which was in an alley in Lombard-street— Ball-alley. 

(By Mr. Setmoue) : In going there we would go up Gracechurch Street 1 

Yes, it is the nearest way. 

Do you recoUect at this distance of time, any stoppage in Gracechurch 
Street? 

I must speak with very great reserye about this in every respect It is 
now a very long time ago, and it ig a matter which interested me very little 
indeed ; but I do remember that you, on this occasion, were with a gentle- 
man at the railway. I remember it the more particularly, because I re- 
member hearing that day iPor the first time, ^he London news from my 
friend who came in the train with you, and that 1 walked — ^you were walk- 
ing also with a gentleman, and I know that you did stay somewhere— I 
think in Gracechurch Street, and I remember even now, that I was inclined 




which you and I were interested. I went at a few hours' notice, and re- 
turned about this time, and I sent to you, I wanted to see you in town. 

Do you recollect before we turned into Ball Alley — ^you say you were 
irritated with me for not being ready to attend to you— do you reoolleqt 
my stopping before we came to the turning of the Waller offices, with a 
gentleman f 

Yes ; I think I do recollect ; in fact, I should not like to speak with any 
distinctness on any mutter of any importance which would not be naturally 
written on my memoiy. 

24 
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(By Master Slade) : It is stated distinctlj that you went into a stationer's 
shop with Mr. Parker* 

Mr. Setmour : Will you allow me ? The recollection of Mr. Hudson is 
a distinct thing. 

(By Master Kodwell) : Gq on. 

Mr. Seymour : I have called Mr, Hudson here wUhout shomng him my 
affidavit. 

The Witness : I think I should say in reply to any question^ I only want 
to be correct — ^my memory is not distinct upon it. 

Can you state whether that day, or as far as you can remember, you re* 
ceived any information with r^;ard to my position in connection with a 
printini^ company ? 

On that day ? I do not know that I did on that day. I did immediately 
afterwards. I think I remember this. I think I remember your propoi^ng 
to speak to me upon a new matter, and upon my calling your recollection 
to tne matter on which I had been absent m America, and which I wished ' 
to have precedence of all others. I think there was something of that sort 
at that tune. 

Do you recollect any fact coming to your knowledge of my having any 
connection with a printing company about that time ? 

Oh, yes, I do. 

Do you recollect any name being mentioned by me at tliat time 7 

I remember that you mentioned Mr. Parker. 

(By Master O'Malley) ; This is getting yery wide of the evidence ! 

Master Greene : I think you had better let Mr. Seymour take his 
course. 

Mr. Seymour : We are speaking under the infirmity of a long lapse of 
years. I want to know 

Master O^Malley : As to what came to the knowledge of Mr. Hudson. 

Mr. Seymour ; I merely want to know whether Mr. Hudson became 
aware, as near as you can recollect about that time, of any connection 
between me and Mr. Parker with recard to a printing company ? 

I know that you proposed that I £ould connect myself witn a printing 
confpany, and I rememoer you told me that Mr. Parker was oonnecl^d with 
it, and you had an interest in it, and because you had an interest in it and 
could not propose to me any definite position, or something of that sort or 
kind, I did not interfere much in the matter, but from time to time 'after- 
wards I proffered you some assistance in it — ^we frequently conversed about 
it and all that sort of thing, but I knew nothing of your position with Mr. 
Parker beyond that statement. I know you referred to the gentleman 

YOQ HAD come OUT OF THE RAILWAY GARRIAQE WITH AS BEING Mr. PaRESR. 

You do know that ? 

I do know that. 

That I referred to the gentleman who came out of the railway carriage, 
as Mr. Parker ? 

Yes. 

About as near as possible, was that the time you were speaking of ? 

That waSy unquestionabltf. 

TJnquestionaDly ? 

I expected to have seen Mr. Parker with you, in reference to it. 

Do you know that after that time I paid a good deal of attention to 
getting up a company — time andRttention to it, and can you say whether 
from tmie to time I consulted you on the subject ? 

Certainly. 

Were you in India, Mr. Hudson — did you go to India in 1857 or 1858 ? 



* It was not stated that Mr. Hudson went in. 
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I went to India in the autumn of 1857. 

You went to Bombay, I think ? 

I went to Bombay. 

I believe there has been some matter before the House of Commons with 
reference to a question which arose between yourself and- the authorities 
out there t 

Yes. 

Had you interviews with Sir William Atherton before you went out ? 

I had. Sir William Atherton presented a petition to parliament, and I 
oommunicated with him my intention to go to India with reference to the 
matter of this petition. 

(By Master Greeke) : Had the matters in that petition anything to do 
with Mr. Seymour I 

Mr. Setmoub : Oh, no. 

(To the Wttness) : When was yowr memory, Mr, Hudson^ jvtA recalled to 
the facts which I have been adcing you now f 

To what ? In reference to Mr. Parker ? 

Fes, with reference to Mr. Parker ? 

Some three months aoo."* I will tell you the circumstance. I was 
dining with a friend at the Beform Club, when some question arose, when 
your name was mentioned, and mentioned in connection with this circum- 
stance, and I heard the general statement made .that fraud had been im- 
puted to you ; and you remember the first occasion afterwards, I asked 
you what it aJl meant. You then told me that some inquiry had been in- 
stituted — some remarks had been made with reference to an affair of 
Parker*s. I had an impression, from not hearing more about it, that it 
was concluded, until I met you the other day on board the boat 

Mr. Setmour : I have no other question to ask Mr. Hudson. 

Master Bagshawe : I do not think we need trouble you, Mr. Hudson. 

Master CMallet : I have one or two questions. 

Mr. Seymour : There are other matters on which he can give informa* 
tion. 

Master O'Maujst : Was there a company with which a gentleman of 
the name of Smith was connected P 

There was. 

What character did you go over in Y 

Do I understand your question ? 

In what character, in what capacity did you go over ? You went over 
in connection with the Waller Mines ? 

I went over as a director. 

Was Mr. Seymour a director? 

He was the chairman. 

And as a director, what did you go for ? 

I went over to examine into the condition of the mina 

Did you get a report of an engineer 9 

We had an engineer. 

Who was he P 

Well, I can remember it in a moment. 

Was that the only engineer you had P 

No ; we had several : we had more than one engineer ; but the superin- 
tendent engineer was a (German, whose ^Either is very well known. 



* Another illtiBtration of the unfortunate consequences to Mr. Seymour of the 
lapse of time between the original transaction and the present inquiry. Who 
would like to speak with certainty upon a matter comparatively indifferent ta 
him, of an occurrence that took place six years htfore f 
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Is there an engineer of the name of Seymotir ?^ 

Not at all. 

Not at all connected with him ? 

Not with the mine. Not as engineer at the mine. 

Any? 

Mr. Seymour's brother was located in Kentucky ; he was the consulting 
engineer of the company, and visited the mine on one or two occasions ; 
but he was not there when I went. 

Was ihepe anybody of that name with that company there ? , 

Not at alL 

None? 

No. 

Was it upon your report ! Did you make a report which was afterwards 
published P 

No. 

Was that report of the engineer published ? 

No, not publisiied. 

Did not you go for the purpose of reporting to the engineer the state of 
the mine? 

To the engineer ? 

To the directors? 

Yes, I did — ^the state of the accounts more than the mine. 

Was the mine purchased at that time f 

Long before. This was the second occasion of my going there. I went 
there a year previously. I went there three years suoeessively. 

Did you go for the purpose of reporting on the state of this inine before ? 

Not at alT. 

Not at all? 

First of all, Mr. McDaniel reported and Professor Ahsted. 

Mr. Srtmour : I do not know, Mr. O'Malley, whether you would like it^ 
but I have got the original prospectus in my pocket. 

Master CtMallet : Not at all. 

Master Slade : Is this the gentletnan t^ho was stated in the al&davit to 
be a material witness ?t 

Mr. Seymoub : Undoubtedly, sir. I stibmit that what he has stated to- 
night is most material.;t I ^ss under the impression that he, who was 
near me at the time— that he was aWare of what passed. He was likely to 
have been aware. He was in India at the time, when I certainly made 
that statement, believing that he could corroborate the evidence ; and I 
believed, if he had been here, ne could have done so. It is one of the mis- 
fortunes of this case ttiat there has been such a lapse of time ! 
The WiTNJfiss : I regret that I have not a more vivid recollection of it. 
Master Slade : Were you in a stationer's shop when this cheque was 
drawn ? ♦ 

The Witness : Not in a stationer's shop. I do not know whether I might 



* What Master O'Malley meant by this allusion to Mr. Seymour's brother, Col. 
Charles Seymour, never appeared. That some insinuation was intended by these 
Questions is sufficiently obyious — that the * remotest ground for any insinuation 
e^risted, is a gratuitous and unmitigated invention ! 

t The mode in which this question was asked should have been heard to be 
appreciated ; but '* a sneer/' says Chillingworth, "is no argument, except it be 
of the weakness of the cause that is defended by it, or of the man who defends it.'* 

t His evidence at least goes to prove the haste of the transaction in Gracechurch 
Street, and to contradict Mr. Parker's assertion that Mr. Seymour had no one in 
his Company. What guarantee had Mr. Seymour that Mr. Parker might not 
dispute the former just as he has denied the latter 1 
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ask whether any statement with reference to these drcomstances has been 
made to that effect ? 

Master Bagshawe : No, nothing. 

The Witness : Otherwise, I should have sai4 that was distinctly false. 

Mr. Seymour : I have never stated that he was in a stationer's shop, or 
that I introduced Mr. Hudson to Mr. Parker. 

Master Baoshawe : Tou said he was outside, 

Mr. Setmour : I have not tried to get him to ffive evidence. 

The Witness : I shall be happy to give any information to the Benchers. 

(The Witness withdrew,) 

HENEY THOMAS EAGAB caUed in and Examined by Mr. 

SEYMOUE. 

[Fourth Meeting, p. 36.] 

Are you son of the late Captain Eagar, of the county of Kerry 1 Yes. 
— ^Your brother is the Vicar of Ealronan P Yes. — ^You are a clerk in the 
Post Office ? Yes. — How long haVe you been so ? About seven years and 
a half. — ^Do you recollect, in the autumn of 1855, my mentioning any^ 
thing to you about vour becoming a party to a deed ? Yes, I do. — 
Will you state to tne fiench what? In the month of September or 
August, I do not know which, you told me that Mr. Parker was anxiotis 
that his name should not appear on the deed by which your joint interest 
was assigned by Captain C^reene, as Mr. Parker was solicitor to the company ; 
and then yoii asked me to execute the deed, and act as trustee on your be- 
half and Mr. Parker's, on my receiving your joint ^arantee against all 
liability.' — Did you consent to that ? Yes. — Now, did I, about mat time, 
make you any offer, suggesting anything as to your having connection 
with the proposed company? Yes, you did. — ^Wliat were you to bet 
Assistant clerk to t^e company.— About that time do you remembergivinff 
rne ajij assistance in connection with the proposed company ? Yes. 1 
frequently saw you at your chambers ; I copied letters, reports, &c.— Did 
you continue doing so down to the end of the year ? Yes. — ^Do you recol- 
lect, during that time, seeing any gentlemen acting with me in the matter, 
or assisting in getting up the company 1 Yes, I l^ve. — ^Do you remember 
any of the persons that you saw ? Mr. Hallswell. — ^The magistrate ? Yes, 
Hr. Crofton and Mr. Chilton. — Connected with the printing company ? 
Yes, the printing affair ; yes. — ^You are talking about the printing com- 
pany — any persons who were assisting me in that thing? Yes, those 
persons I have mentioned. — ^Do you recollect lieutenant-Colonel Kent 
Murray? Yes. — Do you remember Mr. John Holmes? I do. — ^Master 
Bagshawe : You had better not suggest the names. Mr. Seymour : I begf 
your pardon. Mr. Holmes wiU be called as a witness. At the time, Mr. 
Eagar, that you were assisting me in these things, did I pay you any 
money ? Yes.^— Q^^ you say at all how much it was altogether, as iiesij: aS 
you can recollect ? Well, I think about j£50. — ^Master Itodwell : About 
what ? £50» — By Mr. Seymour : Did I advance it in one sum, or at several 
times ? At several times. I could not say what the exact sum would be. 
— Had you any communication while you were with me with any person 
upon the subiect of the preparing the machinery for the types ? 1 had.*— 
With whom i With M!r. Ham.— He is a large maker in Ballina ? An 
engineer. — I shall call Mr. Ham if I possibly can. (To the witness :) You 
say you have mentiohed Mr. Chilton's name ; was that Mr. Harrison 
Chilton ? Yes. — ^Did you see him more than once in my company ? I 
saW him frequentiy during that time. — ^Now, do you remember at any time 
the latter end of August, your going of a message for me to Mr. Cmlton ? 
Yes. — Can you reooUect when that was ? I cannbt exactiy state the date, 
but it was the day previous to the day your brother B^jamin died. I 
cannot state the date. — ^That was the 2dth of August ? master Greene : 
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Then that would be the 28th. Mr. Seymour : That is it ; the date of my 
mourning ring will tell me. To the witness. Where did you see me ? I 
saw you at your chambers, 2, Inner Temple Lane. — ^WeU, now, do you re- 
collect my sending you into the City, to Mr. Chilton ? Yes, I do ; sending 
me with a letter to Mr. Chilton. — ^Is there any circumstance you can recaU 
with regard to that letter ? Yes. You asked me— deputed me — ^you were 
in such a state of mind about your brother, and you asked me to take it to 
Mr. Chilton, and it was just the day before your brother's death, and that 
is the reason I remember. — Did you notice anything about the letter at 
the time that you can at all recollect ? Can you remember anything con* 
nected with the letter ? Yes, I waa in the chambers when I saw you 
writing a letter to Mr. Chilton, and you inclosed a cheque. — Have you any 
recollection what the amount was, or what bank it was on ? No, I cannot 
give either. I saw you inclose a cheque* You said to me, ^' That is to 
take to Mr. Chilton. — ^Did you take it to the City ? I did. — Did you see 
Mr. Chilton ? I did. — Did you hand him the letter ? I did. — Had you 
any conversation with him ? He expressed his deep S3rmpathy with you, 
as he knew you were so deeply attached to your brother, and we had 
some other conrersation, but not \nth regard to the letter. — ^Now, Mr. 
Eagar, I will just ask you generally, from what you saw of me, between 
the latter end of August, and the latest time that you recollect, ajk 
the close of that year, in connection with the company, was I devoting 
time, labour, and attention to the establishment of the company 7 Yes, 
you did not devote time and labour only, but heart and soul too. There is 
no mistake about it, because I saw you constantly. — Mr. Seymour : l^atis 
bU I ask you, Mr. Ea^ar. — (By Master Bodwell) : Were you engaged at 
the Post-office at this tmie ? Yes. — ^What hours ? The hours were as they 
are at this time, from five in the morning till eight, and five in the evening 
till half-past seven. — ^What time did your labours cease with regard to this 
printing speculation — ^what time of the year 9 You began in August f 
About November, I think. — ^Was that alx)ut the approach of November I 
I do not recollect ; I cannot exa ctly say the time. — -Did you receive pay- 
ment in money, or by cheque ? Well, in money. — Not by cheque ? I do 
not recollect Do you know Mr. Ftoker ? Yes, at least I have a slight 
knowledge of him. I met him at Mr. Seymour's chambers one &y. 
More than once did you see him ? Well, I saw him more than once ; 
but not more than once at Mr. Seymour's chambers. Where did 
you see him ? In the street. — Do you mean casually I Yes ; casu- 
ally. — ^You knew him by sight? Yes. — ^And you saw him once at 
Mr. Seymour's chambers. Yes. — ^Can you fix the date of that 7 Some 
time early in September, I think. — And that is the only occacdfm 
you saw him? That is the only occasion I met him at Mr. Sey- 
mour's chambers. I have met him in the street, and passed liirn by. 
— Did you speak to him at that time 7 Well, I was going to Mr. Seymour's 
chamdoers, and knocked at the door just as Mr. Farker was coming out, and 
Mr. Seymour said, " This is my friend, Mr. Eagar, who has to sign the 
deed ;" something to that eflfect. — ^I believe you are a relative of Mr. Sey- 
mour's? Yes.— Mr. Seymour: His mother was my father's daughter by 
the first marriage, so that he is a stCT)-nephew. — (By Master O^idley): 
Where did you give your attendance ? At the chambers. — ^At Mr. Sey- 
mour's chambers ? Yes. — What were you doing 7 Copving letters. — ^Were 
you attending there? Yes, about the company.— About this printing 

company 7 Yes ; but I cannot state , — ^About the printing company 7 

Yes. — ^Whom did you write lettera to 7 I* cannot state that now.— There 
were a great many letters going at that time — ^to whom were they going 7 
I really cannot state. — Cannot you state one 7 A lot of different people. 
.^You cannot tell one 7 No, not one ! What did you get ^50 for 7 For 
my assistance.— Can you tell me how ma^ hours you were in attendance 7 
No, I cannot tell.--Were you two? Yes, certainly — days during the 
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whole time. — ^Were there any books ? No. — ^Were there any copies of 
letters 1 Copies ! Well, I have copies.* — ^Were there any comes ? Copies ? 
why, of course there were. — Were there any copies of tne letters you 
wrote ; vou cannot say whether there were any copies ? No. — Were there 

any books ? Well, I ^Was there any letter book ? I do not recollect 1 

— W ere there any letters at all ? — any books at all ? No books ; no copies 
of any letters kept. — No copies of any letters kept? I have not seen 
them. — ^You have not seen them ? How can I tell you ? there were 
different reports to be copied — I copied them and left them there. 
(By Mr. Seymour) : You say there were reports to be copied ? (By 
Master O^Malley) : Who was the secretary ? It was not stated.— 
(By Master Greenwood) : Did anybody attend on behalf of the com- 
pany except yourself? Did any one attend on behalf of the com- 
pany except myself? — Except yourself? Well, the gentlemen that I 
mentioned were there. — ^Well, two hours a day ? No. — ^What were you 
employed upon ? I was employed in the writing of letters, and copying 
letters, which were going out — They were copied then ? I copied letters, 
and they were, of course, forwarded to the different persons.--(By Master 
Eodwell) : What were you writing about ? About the companv. — Were 
you asking for men to toke shares, or what was it ? What was tne corres- 
pondence about? About the company — about the shares ?§ — ^To whom 
did you write ? To different people. — What, asking them to take shares ? 
No, no.— Well, what did you write for ? what was the substance of your 
communications ? I cannot state what the substance was. — But surely 
you can ? I cannot, sir. — ^You can tell me what was your business, and 
what was the purport of vour letters. They must have been written about 
something? But what it was written al>out, I cannot state. I cannot 
state. I cannot exactly say what the letters were. — ^Do you mean to say, 
you do not know what these letters were about ? What fliey were written 
about after the lapse of six years ! I cannot now tell what they were.— 
(By Master Slade) : Were you writing to strangers, and did you ever receive 
a share from anybody ?|| No; never, never, never.— Mr. Seymour: Mr, 
Eagar, you said you wrote the reports ? Yes. — ^Do you remember writing 
about estimates of costs of types 7 Ye& — ^Did you copy anv of these docu- 
ments ? I did. — Do you recollect my having any Bltie Books and books of 
the kind ? Yes. — Did you ever make any extracts from them, or copies of 
them ? Well, I may have done so ; I do not exactly recollect. — ^You said 
just now you recollected making copies of reports and so on ? I do not 
recollect whether those were Blue Books or not. — Did you give your 
attendance regularly from the end of August till the end of November, to 
assist me in any way, copying or writing, or otherwise in connection with' 
this company ? Did I assist you ?— Yes, I say so ? Yes. — ^You have been 
asked a question about the money you received — ^to the best of your recol- 
lection, I gave you, you say, about £60. Can you state how you received 
it ? was it at once, or in various sums ? In various sums. — Master Bo^well ; 
I do not know what you were doing ; you assisted in doing what ? I 
cannot for the life of me see what you were doing. Copying reports. — ^To 
whom ? Were they forwarded ? Yes. — Did you ever put mem into the 
post ? Not into the post — Wliat was done with them ? They were there ; 

• 
♦ Master O'Malley, by rapidly asking a number of questions without giving 
Mr. Eagar time to collect himself, somewhat embarrassed the witness. Mr. Eagar 
was never examined as a witness before ; he was naturally anxious about his 
relative at the time ; and nr yean had elapsed once the &ctfi occurred to which 
his unassisted memory was recalled, 
f This was a question. See the answer that follows. 

t Surely it was unfair to put such questions when it was well known that Mr* 
Seymour never alleged any application for shares had been received or made I 
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tbey were left on the table when I hsid done them. — ^Bat yon made copies 
of Blue Book3. Ton do not know what became of them ? No. — Bid you 
sign any receipts for the payments you received ? No, I did not. — ^S'or 
any portion of the £50 did you give any receipts ? No. — Never entered 
them into any book ) No. — No books kept ? No. — ^What about this Mr. 
Ham — what is the machinery you wrote about ? I wrote to him about the 
machinery — some machinery that was required. — ^What machinery ? For 
the printing-press ; I am sure I cannot remember what. — Mr. Ham was a 
printer 1 No, he was a machinist and engineer.— What did you write to 
nim about ? Probably the cost of the machinery. He was to come over 
to London to see about it.— Did he come ? It was not carried out — Do I 
understand you to say that you wrote to him to know, in the event of the 
company being carried out, whether hc^ would come to London? No 
doubt, to be head of the engineering department of the printing company 
^hat he was to come over. — (By Mr. Seymour) ; Do you recollect, Mr. 
Eagar, that it was one of the] proposals that the company should supply 

f)resses and machines according to one of Beniowski's patents ? Tes. — 
By Master Greene) : Were you paid by a fixed salaiy, or did you receive 
irregular sums upon that occasion ? I was to receive a fixed aalary when 
the company was formed. — When the company was formed ! What was 
to be the amount of it? X120 a year. — Did you ever receive any portion 
of that ? 1 received ^50.* — Did you receive that as portion of a fixed 
salary, or as irregular payments ? Well, it was part of the salary. — Was 
the company formed at the time you were at Mr. Seymour's chambers ? 
No, it was not. — Then your salary was to commence when the company 
was formed, I understood you ? I was to be paid, I understood, whether 
the company was formed, or not, after the assistance I rendered. — Master 
Treasurer : Mr. Seymour, ^ve you any other questions to ask him ? Mr. 
Seymour : No, I have not. 

(The Witness withdrew.) 

Mr. J. HOLMES called in, and Exa^nined by Mr. SEYMOUR 

[Fourth Meeting, p. 46.] 

Mr. Holmes, do you reside at Great Queen Street^ Westminster ? 

I do. 

Were you formerly, before the autumn of 1855, connected with the 
press? 

Yes. 

And also had the management of a publication or newspaper ? Yes, of 
the Lady's Newspaper. — And had you, both personally and through your 
friends, a considerstble connection with the press ? Well, I flatter myself 
so — ^many friends I know among the press. Do you recollect in August, 
1855, my introducing the subject of a printing company ? Either August 
or September ; it might be the latter end of August ; it is such a long time 
since, and it has been so recentlv called to my recollection, that it is very 
difficult to remember dates with any accuracjr, so that I hope I shall m 
excused if I hesitate about dates. — How long is it since this was cdlled to 
your recollection ? Well, not, properly speaking, till within tiie last day 
or two — ^I have met you casually. — ^You met me casually in court ? Yes ; 
you told me something was pending, but I did not pay much attention to 
it. — ^Do you recollect my proposing to you anything connected with a pro- 
posed printing company ? Yes, you introduced the subject of a company 
that you proposed to establish upon the principle of a patent — Beniowski's 

* Mc Eagar acted from Augast to December as assistant, copying-clerk, &c. 
He was put to many small charges and expenses, all of which are included in 
the £50. 
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patent^ belonging, I believe, to Captain Greene at that time, and does at the 
present time, and I approved of the principle ; and upon your proposal to 
give me some employment in it, and to pay for the negotiations of the pre- 
Rminary stages, 1 consented to co-operate witii you. Do you recollect what 
proposad I made to you with regard to a negotiation for your co-operation ? 
The proposal you made was, that I should act as manager of the printing 
office, and the publication department ; and you said that jrou would secure 
it to me ; a salary of i>200 per annum to commence with. — (By Master 
O'Malley) : As superiut^ident ? No ; manager, I think, was tifie word. 
I am not sure that I might not be called upon to act as secretary to the 
company if required ; but that was left out. — (Mr. Seymour) : The main 
proposal was, that you should be the superintendent of the publishing de- 
partment ? Yes. — At a salary of j£200 a-year ? Yes, to commence with. 
— Did you ever visit Bow Street ? Yes, I went after that. — W ere you 
there once, or several times ? I was there certainly twice. 1 do not know 
that I was more ; but I asked two friends of miue to visit Bow Street, and 
report to me what they thought of this plan. I did not feel myself alto- 
gether competent to judge of its merits. — Had you reports made of it ? 
X es ; I had reports made. — And did you furnish any reports to me ? Yes ; 
I sent you, I think, two reports. — Do you know whether those reports were 
proposisd to be circulated and sent to the parties connected with the press 
throughout England and Ireland ? No, I forget. — ^You forget ; but you 
sent me reports ? Yes, and also my own opinions on the subject with re- 
gard to the establishing of the company. — Did you also obtain (^culations 
as to the expenditure and working expenses ? Yes, I did, but 1 cannot call 
them to mind. I know that Mr. Eandalls, who was a very intimate friend 
of mine, and I differed very much upon this, and we caUed in a third party 
to report —Was that Mr. Ebenezer Bandalls ? Yes, and he sent a third 
party to report, and I really forget now what was the sum of this reference, 
but I believe myself that we were not quite so sanguine as to Beniowski'g 
plan as you were. If I recollect right, at least Mr. BandaJls was not. I 
approved of it myself, and I thought that probably it would take with the 
public. — ^Do you recollect Mr. Chilton ? Chilton ; yes.— Did you ever see 
nim in my company at that time in connection with this matter ? Oh, yes, 
almost daSly, or very often. — ^Have you at all any recollection of any parti- 
cular assistance that he was to render, or was expected to render, from what 
occurred ? Well, Mr. Chilton was to have been the principal promoter of 
this company. He was to have assisted in carrying it out. Tbat was the 
amount of the duty that was to be rendered by him, and also in obtaining 
the directors. — ^Where ? In obtaining directors in the city, and otherwise 
assisting in establishing the company — ^forming a company. — Did you ever 
dine, in my company, in his ? Yes. — ^With a view to this matter ? I have 
two or three times ; in fact, he was at my office, and I was at his office, and ^ 
we had constantly discussed it over. — ^And were you both communicating 
with me ? Certainly. — Do you recollect making any proposition to me, 
or anything occurring about an office in Old Broad Street ? Yes, I 

took ^you stated, I 9iink, that you were thinking of leaving offices you 

occupied at that time, and I do not know whether the mining company's 
offices would have been suitable for these, and partly for this purpose, and 
partly for another, I took the office in Old Broad Street, and went to a consi- 
derable expense ; it was intendedas a place where the Committee should meet. 
— Did I inspect the office ? You had been there. — I had been there ? Well, 
now, did I at any time you were acquainted with me make you any a4^ 
vance of money ? Yes, you did, because I said I could not pretend to 
assist you in a thing of this description without receiving some money, and 
I estimated the time I was to devote — ^six months' time — to do it, an<l you 
volunteered to give me £100, whether it fell through or whether it was 
successful, and you paid me some money down. Previous to my going to 

25 
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Bow-street to — ^Do you recollect how I paid the money ? Well, I re* 
ceived the money at various times.* I think the first was a cheque for £10 
or £15 f or something of that kind, and I had subsequently a cheque from 
jon of £30f and I hs^ either a cheque or money for £25 at your chambers 
m the Temple. — "Did I ever give you an order upon a solicitor for any— Mr. 
Cooke ? Yes. Tliat was for £25, I do not know whether it was a cheque 
or order — an order upon Mr. Cooke, to the best of my recollection. — Can 
you say about how much altogether you think you received from me ? I 
think it was made up to almost the £100. — (By Master Kodwell) : To 
what ? To the £100. — (By Mr. Seymour) : Did you keep yourself at that 
time disengaged from anything else ? Oh, certainly, for a length of time. 
The thing omy lasted for about two or three montha, but it put me to a 
good deal of expense, and gave me a great deal of trouble. — ^Do you recol- 
lect anything about a newspaper that was to be printed ? Tes, that was the 
principal object. — (By Master CMalley) : What was that ? A newspaper. 
— (By Mr. Seymour) : A cheap newspaper i— Yes ; and this type of Be- 
niowski's was to have been used ; and I considered that the novelty of it 
might probably have been some reason with the public for buying it — 
taking a newspaper — ^in fact, that was my principal view of it. At 
that time, as well as I could recollect, it was proposed by Mr. Seymour 
that the price of the newspaper should be one penny, but I cannot be quite 
certain ; but I think the Telegraph was the only paper at that time down 
to that price. I think the Tdegraph was the only paper, and I caUed upon 
Colonel Sleigh at the time. I knew some little of him ; and I recollect 
Mr. Bandalls and other gentlemen suggested that it should be three-half- 
pence, and there was a question about the price — one penny or three-half- 
pence. — (By Mr. Seymour) : Do you recollect anything about a halfpenny ? 
T^o ; I should not have approved of it. I may be confounding the three- 
hal4>snce with some other price. — ^It is but little material. I believe, if the 
circulation was large, that it oould be done at a halfpenny ? No, I think I 
showed some profit on the penny, but I think your price was three-half- 
pence, but I forget it now ; but at that time it was qmte new to the public, 
one penny or twopence for a paper. — From what you saw of this matter, 
and me in connection with it^ fix>m August down to the end of November, 
was I devoting my time and energies to this company ? I think you were 
to a very great degree, and devotmg all your time to it. — I am very sorry 
to say it was too iQuch. You were working very hard upon it, and took a 
great deal of trouble over it. — Did you ever hear, at any time, the name of 
any person associated with me in connection with it ? Yes, I understood 
that some gentleman had advanced some money with you, and that you had 
a sum of money in hand for the purpose of {>aying preliminary expenses, 
and it was for that reason that I stipulated and engaged myself at all in the 
matter to be paid, otherwise I do not know that 1 should have done that. 
Probably, if 1 had not done that, I should have done nothing in it. I 
believe I was told there would be £1,000 in it — £1,000 for prelimi- 
nary expenses 1 Yes. — Mr. Seymour : I do not ask anything else. (By 
Mr. Eodwell): Who told you there was £1,000, Mr. Holmes? WeU. 
it was my brother, a man of the name of James Holmes ; because, 
when it was first proposed to me, I did not like exactly saying to Mr. Sey- 
mour that I would like to be paid, and in speaking to hJm, I said, ^ WeU, 
now, one really may give a great deal of time and spend a deal of money 
among these gentlemen, and you cannot expect people engaged on the press to 
give either time or their money to them, and to look over the types and make 

reports " — and I said, ** Is there anything " — But you did not hear 

from Mr. Seymour ? Yes ; then I asked Mr. Seymour. — What did Mr. 
Seymour tell you ? Mr. Seymour told me that he would pay me, and led 



♦ This was excloslTe of payment by Mr. Seymour for furniture, Ac, && 
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me to think that there was some money. — ^Did Mr. Se^onr tell you 
anything about £1,000? Well, I could not say distmctly that he 
did mention this £1,000 : but he told me that I should be paid, 
and said there was £1,000. I think he said that some gentleman 
had put in some money with him. He, no doubt, did tell me. It is many, 
many years ago ; it is six or seven years ago. —What was your impression ? 
It was my impression that Mr. Seymour and some other gentieman were lading 
out £1,000 in establishing a paper, and getting out BeniowskVe patent. — What 
was the other purpose for wnich the house was occupied in Broad-street ? 
The other purpose was a railway, with which I am concerned now. — Well, 
what railway was it ? The Isle of Man Railway. — What ? The Isle of 
Man Eailway Company ; and we did not wish the offices at that time to 
be connectea. — (By Master O'Malley) : Was that Bow Street or Broad 
Street 1 Broad Street. — (By Mr. Eodwell) : Were you engaged in that 1 
Yes. — ^Were you engaged on the Lady's Newspaper f No ; previously to 
that. I am engaged on that now. — Did any committee meet at the cham- 
bers in Broad Street ? Mr. Chilton has been there.— What did you pay 
with the £100 that you received ? Well, I dare say the expense there 
would be one very snort of that sum ; £50 to one and £60 to the other 
would not make much difference. — ^Well, but was any of the money devoted 
to paying for the share of the offices? Yes. — Were there two rooms? 
There were two rooms and a clerk. — ^Who was the clerk ? A young man 
of the name of Forcard. — ^A clerk to this company ? No ; derk at the 
office. Do not you perceive, with the exception of my making these re- 
ports and meeting Mr. Seymour here, and meeting Mr. Seymour at his 
chambers, and at the Waller offices, and calling at this office, there never 
was a meeting ? There seemed to be none formed. — That was what I want 
to know ? Because no committee ever was formed. — That is what made 
me ask the question. As connected with the company there was no com- 
mittee ? No ; but it was expected there would be a committee, because, 
when Mr. Seymour told me there was some money, and it was to be estab- 
lished and brought out, it would be necessary to have a committee-room 
somewhere where the committee could meet. — ^Did you pay rent for the 
printing company ? I paid rent for myself. — But for the printing com- 
pany? I do not say for the printing company. It fell on myself. I went 
to Mr. Seymour and asked him for the money. — Did you give him a re» 
ceipt ? For what. — Did you or did you not T In what form was it ? He 
gave me a cheque. — ^What did you give him ? There was no use in a re^ 
ceipt in that character. — ^What did you receive the money for ? In respect 
of your services to the company ? For no other purpose. I had no other- 
reason to receive money from Mr. Seymour, in any way or shape. We 
had transactions together. — Did Mr. Seymour come to those offices in Broad 
Street ? Yes ; he has been there once or twice. — And where did you 
generally see Mr. Seymour ? at his own chambers ? Yes ; I have seen 
him at his own chambers, and at the Waller Mining Company. — ^Were 
you engaged in the Waller Mining Company ? No ; I merely went to its 
meetings. (Master O'Malley) : Where were the Waller Mining Company's 
offices ? (Mr. Seymour :) All Hallows Chambers, Lombard Street. lliO; 
Witness : They were between Lombard Street and George Yard. (Master 
O'Malley) : Just tell me this — were you ever at diambers in Bow 
Street. Had you ever offices in Bow Street ?* No. — ^Then the only 
offices you know were in Broad Street ? Just so. — And at Broad Street^ 
previous to the business of the printing company, was there the busi- 
ness of a railwav company ? It was a railway company ? No ; they 
were taken for tiie joint purpose. — Now, were they taken for the joint 

* The Bow Street offices were to be taken as soon as the Company was ready to 
commence printing. They are only printing offices, not offices for a company. 
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purpose or for the sole pnrpose ? For the joint ^nirpode. — Wsa there 
more business of the railway carried on, or more of the printing company ? 
I cannot say that there was more of the one than of the other. — Which 
was first ? They were both together. — ^You stated that it struck you that 
it would not do to conduct the business of the mining company and the 
printing company in the same office ? At Mr. Seymour's offices ; and it 
struck me, and both of us, that it would not do to bring out a printing 
company at a mining company's office. — ^Nor at the railway company's 
office ? If it had been brought out at the railway offices, the railway 
would have ceased. — Was Mr. Seymour connected with the railway com- 
pany ? No. — Will you tell me, as near as you can, the time when you 
Degan to be connected with this railway company ? Well, that I really 
cannot. I feel a little at fault.— Have you any documents, or memoranda, 
or books of any kind, that would rub your memory ? I have not at hand. 
— Had you any books ? No, not any particular books. — No letter books ? 
Letter ! Yes, I should have letter books. — But have you any ? It is not 
what you should have — have you any, had you any ? Well, J cannot say 
that I had. — Had you any call-books ? Yes, I think I had call-books. — 
What became of the call-books ? Well, that I cannot say. — Well, did you 
leave them when you went away ? They went afterwards to an office 
taken in Bridge Street. — Bv whose directions were they taken away ? By 
mine, because we removed some twelve months afterwards. — ^That is a 
company that has exploded ? A long time afterwards. Those were carried 
away to the other office, and the principal papers I missed, and I have 
been endeavouring to recover them, but they were not of very great im- 
portance. — Were they or any of them recovered since ? I cannot say that 
they have been recovered since. Probably some of the letters you want I 
may have. (By Master Greene) : What was the date of your reports ? 
(By Master O'Malley) ; What date would that be when your connection 

yras begun j It would begin about September, and it would end . I 

think it went on till about December,-— Will you tell me how it came to 
stop 1 Well it seemed to stop, I do not know through what — ^why it 
stopped. It seemed to come to a stop all of a sudden. — Who stopped it ? 

That I cannot say. — You stated that I was told that the thing was 

not to go on. — Who told you ? Mr. Seymour, no doubt — that it was not 
to go on. — Now can you teU me on whom these cheques were drawn ? 
They were payable on Coutts's bank — I believe on Coutts's bank. — (By 
Mr. Seymour) ; Did you ever get a cheque upon any other bank than 
Coutts's ? I really do not know. I did not know whether you banked 
anywhere else. I think my brother James cashed one of them. — (By 
Master Bagshawe) ; The ^1,000 Mr. Holmes referred to was for the news- 
paper as well as the printing machine, I understand ? I understood that 
the ^1,000 would be devoted entirdy to preliminary expenses, and I did not 
think it too large a sum. — Was it for a newspaper project as weU as the 
printing ? It w^s. — In connection chiefly with the newspaper part of it ? 
Yes, it was.* — Master O'Malley ; Now, has any one else any more to ask ? 
Master Greene : No, no more questions. 

The Witness ; You clearly understand that this is almost the first day, 
after the lapse of fiVe or si? y^M^, tliat this has been brought to my mind ; 
and it is a thing on which I would wish to speak guardedly .t 

Master Treasubee : Have yoii, Mr. Seymour, any other questions to 
ask? 

— — ^ ; ". "J I ■' I I ■ I , 

♦ The witness clearly did not catoh the word ** chiefly." It was, however, one 
of the leading features of the proposed company to publish a newspaper printed 
by these patents, and a feature which •* chiefly" attracted Mr. Holmes' attention. 

f It has been already stated that Mr. Seymour called each witness, and 
examined them without having tftken down their evidence beforehand. 
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Mr. Sbtmoxtr : No^ I have not ; I will now call Mr. Hallswell. 

(The Witness withdrew,) 

Master Baoshawe : Is he a gentleman from Derbyshire, Mr. Seymour ? 

Mr. Seymour : I do not know ; he is a magistrate for Middlesex. 

Is he the only other witness ? I am speaking with reference to the 
time of night ] 

Yes, sir ; whether with reference to the time or not, it is very hard to get 
witiiesses now. It is a very long breach of time to fill up ! 

EDMUND HALLSWELL, Esq., J.P., D.L., r.E.S., caOed in, and 

Examined by Mr. SEYMOUR 
[Fourth Meeting, p. 59.] 

Mr. Hallswell, I am really very much obliged to you for coming at this 
late hour. I merely want to ask you one question. I believe, sir, you are 
a magistrate for the County of Middlese:2t ? 

I am. 

And also Deputy-Lieutenant 1 

Yes. 

You have been presiding at the Clerkenwell Sessions } 

Yes ; I have been there all day. 

Do you recollect, in the autumn of 1856, my asking you to consent to 
be a director of a printing company 1 Yes, I do. I am not quite sure 
about the date, but I believe that must be about the time. — Do you know 
generally — I do not ask you for minute details. Did you know I was 
endeavouring to bring out a printing company ? Yes, under these cir*- 
cumstances, that I was very much struck with the ingenuity of the type, 
that it might be made applicable to the employment of women, and that 
it would be easily acquired, from your being able to see the reverse of the 
type ; and I was pleased with it, and I felt an interest, not particularly a 
pecuniary interest, but an interest considering that it might promote the 
employment of women to a very considerable extent, and prevent crima 
by employing women. — Did you consent, on my obtaining directors to 
your satisfaction, to take a seat at the board ? Yes, upon inquiry, if I 
found it was going on fairly and safely, I did undertake. — Yes, that is 
what I want to know. At the time, as far as you could see, Mr.* Hallswell, 
did you think I was in earnest about the thing, and pressing the thing 
forward ? Oh, yes ; I had great faith In your integrity, as I said, or 1 
should not have been happy to be a party to it. — Yes, but what 1 asked 
was, whether you had confidence in my purpose ? Yes. — That is all I 
want to know. I met you by accident this evening, and I thought you 
would come down and give evidence. (By Master ^^gshawe) : You never 
subscribed any money 1 No. — Never became a director ? Never attended 
a meeting.* — (By Master Kodwell) : When did you first hear of this 
printing company : when did you hear the first of it ? About five or six 
years ago. — What month of the year ? I cannot say ; I should think it 
was about the autumn — probably August or September ; but I cannot 
positively say. I knew nothing about it until within a few hours. — Of 
your coming here ? No. — Mr. Seymour : I heard you were at the Clerken- 
well Sessions, and I asked you to come down. Master Bagshawe : I do not 
think we need detain you, Mr. Hallswell, any longer. Master Bagshawe : 
Do you call any others ] Mr. Seymour: Not to-night ; there are others. 

( The Witness withdrew.) 
[6th Meeting, p. 7.] 

Master Bagshawe : There is an agreement which has been mentioned^ 

* The witness added ^'otf^ttcft/^ He attended several meetings on the subject 
of the company. 
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dated the 24th of August, 1855, between Captain Greene and yourself. I 
do not know whether it has been taken in evidence ; it has been referred 
to very often ? 

Mr. Sethour : It has been in my bag, but not put in. It shall be at 
your disposal 

Master Baoshawe : TTiat document is very importcmt. 

Master O'Mallst : It has been in our hands. 

Master Baoshawb : I have not seen it. 

Mr. Setmour : That agreement and Coutts's bank book ? 

Master Bodwell : And the Boyal British Bank, too. 

Mr. Seymour : By all means. 

Master Baoshawe : Now we can go on. 

JOSEPH JOHN WBIGHT, Esq., called in and Examined by 

Mr. Sethour. 

[Sixth Meeting, page 21.] 

Mr. Wright, I believe you have come to London to-day for the purpose 
of appearing before the Bench to-night ? 

Yes. 

Are you a solicitor in practice in Sunderland ? 

lam. 

I believe you are a solicitor of very long standing ? 

Thirty-^iz years. 

Are you the private solicitor to Lady Londonderry ? 

Yes. 

And are you also a deputy-lieutenant for the county of Durham ? 

lam. 

And you ate my wife's father ? 

Yes. 

Do you know Mr. WooUett, the barrister ? 

I know Mr. WooUett by having met him at your house. I do not know 
much of Mr. WooUett 

Do you recoUect, in the month of June, 1858, seeing Mr. WooUett ? I 
was in London in the beginning of June, 1858, and in coming from the 
Temple, I met Mr. WooUett accidentaUy, coming through the Temple. — 
WiU you have the kindness, Mr. Wright, to state in your own way what 
passed ? I was coming through the Temple, and met him ; and he stopped, 
and he began to relate to me an action that had been brought against you 
by Mr. Parker. I did not know of Mr. Parker, or the action ; and he 
asked me to walk into his chambers, and I went in ; and he detaUed to me 
the circumstances under which the action was brought : and he said he 
had taken pains — ^Mr. Parker was a valuable cUent of his ; he had intro- 
duced Mr. Parker to you, and unless Mr. Parker got his money from you 
he might lose his business, and he had taken a vast deal of pains to get the 
action settled between you and him, and he stated that he had got the 
action settled ; but that it was part of the arrangement that you were to 
withdraw the pleas in the action, and he stated to me that you objected to 
withdraw the pleas, lest it should be construed into an admission of the 
charges in the declaration ; and he said that was — I think he said — '' very 
foolish" or " very unwise," I cannot pretend to recoUect the words used ; 
but the idea was that it was clearly understood that the wiTHDRAwiNa 

OF THE PLEaS WAS OSLT PART OF THE ARRANQEMEMT, AND THAT IF YOU DID 
WITHDRAW THE PLEAS IT WOULD BE WITHOUT ANY IMPITTATTON AT ALL ; Omd 

ke eeemed to be indignant that you should be thwarting the arrangement by 
refusing to withdraw the pleas ; he said there was to be no imputation of any 
kind. I have not been on speaking terms with my son-in4aw, not having 
Spoken to him for three years, nor then, nor since, except here — of course I 
do not recoUect the precise words used ; but I am positive that he told me 
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that YOU objected to withdraw the pleas, lest it should be construed into 
an admission of the charges, and he said that was quite unnecessary, that 
it was friendly settled, and that all charges would be withdrawn. 

(By Master Baqshawe) : That it was friendly settled what ? 

That there was to be an end of the matter. I did not pay much atten- 
tion to the words. That was about the substance of the conversation I had 
with Mr. Woollett. Then, after that— I could not say the precise day — 
but it was somewhere between the 4th and the 8th — (I was in London, I 
find, on referring to my pocket diary and also my professional diary at 
home, from the 24th of May till the 8th of June, and I think this would be 
a few days before I left ; I should say it was about the 4th or 5th, but I 
cannot speak precisely to the day) — ^but I recollect that after that my 
daughter callea upon me at the hotel, and she brought with her some 

?ipers, and wished to have my opinion, and mentioned tnis vei*y case of Mr. 
arker's ; I recollect distinctly I said it was quite unnecessary to look at 
the papers ; that I had seen Mr. Woollett, and fr^m what Mr. Woollett 
had said to me, all imputation was at an bnd, and there could be no ob- 
jection to Mr. Seymour^s withdrawing the pleas, and I understood it was 
quite unnecessary to look at the papers. She had the papers in her hand, 
and I have the impression that she called upon me a day or two before 
that, and I think I was engaged with other parties particularly, and came 
into an outer room to speak to her. I am under the impression that she 
wished to ask my opinion, and I said that if she would bring the papers, I 
would give her my opinion. I was in a great hurry at the time. I have 
not a distinct recollection of what passed on that occasion. I was much 
engaged on some important business. That is really all I know of themat- 
ter. I do not know Mr. Parker, nor of these transactions, except what 
Mr. Woollett said to me, and what my daughter said to me on the subject. 

By the Master Treasurer : Had you read the plea ? 

I did not look at the papers. 

By Master Greene : He did not look at the papers ? 

I said it was quite unnecessary. I met Mr. Woollett, and he had told 
me the matter was at an end on withdrawing the pleas, and the whole thing 
was settled. I cannot pretend to say the precise language used, but I am 
positive and certain that Mr, Woollett tola me Mr, Seymour had refused to 
wiMlraw the pleaSj on the ground of its being construed into an admission of 
the charges. That was what my daughter said, and I said to her, '^ Fou 
may safely tell him to withdraw the pleas?^ I think Mr. Woollett went into 
a long declamation of Mr. Parker being a man of high honour, and any 
power put into his hands would be used in the most kind manner possible, 
and aUthat sort of thing. 

By Master Baqshawe: You referred to the precise time yon left 
London ? 

I left London on the 8th. 

Was it on the 8th or 7th ? 

I have my diary here. 

I wish you to be precise ? 

I always keep an agcount, as a professional man does, and of course 
when I am out, I have my pocket diary. I can tell the day I arrived in 
London, and the day I went. 

The day you left, if you please ? 

(Beferring to a pocket diary.) I arrived in London on the morning of 
the 24th of May, 1858, early in the morning. I travelled all night, and I 
was in London and left on Tuesday, the 8th, by the night mail, and arrived 
at home at six in the morning of Wednesday, the 9th of June ; and I 
should think it must have been about the 4th or 5th that I saw Mr. Wool- 
lett, but I cannot say the precise day, but about the end of the time that I 
was in London. 
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Either the 4th or 5th you saw Mr. Woollett ? 

I thmk so ; and to the best of my belief, I should say it was the 7th I 
saw my daughter, on the occasion when I told her what Mr. Woollett said. 
I am almost certain it was not the last day I was here. 

I have one further question to ask you. You were aware that the decla- 
ration contained counts of fraud ? 

I knew nothing of it but what Mr. Woollett said. The declaration or 
some of the counts of the declaration, were counts of fraud, alleging fraud, 
and that was the reason why Mr. Seymour refused to withdraw the pleas, 
for fear it should be construed into an admission. 

Did anything pass with regard to getting an order from the judge to 
withdraw those pleas I * 

Nothing of the kind. 

By Master Rodwell : Just one question. You say Mr. Woollett spoke 
in high language about Mr. Parker using his strength with moderation. 
Will you listen to this ? — ^^ I said this : that I thought Mr. Parker was a 
man of that sort of disposition, that he was the last man to take an advan- 
tage, and I think I us^ the expression, that ' if he a had giant's strength,' 
he would not ' use it as a giant,' but that he was determined either to try 
the cause, or have the pleas withdrawn." It is a remarkable expression. 
Did he use it ? 

He talked about his being a man who might be trusted with any power, 
but whether he talked about a tiial, or having the pleas withdrawn or a trial, 
-r-I understood that he had agreed to stop the matter if the pleas were with- 
drawn, and Seymour objected to it^ and he seemed indignant at that, — that 
Mr. Seymour would not comply. 

By Master Baoshawe : Does your diary enable you to say the precise 
day that you saw Mi\ Woollett f 

Oh, no ; all that my diary says, is for the few days before I left, and the 
day I left, and the time I was in London. I would not for a moment ven- 
ture to speak to a particular day, but to tlie best of my judgment and 
belief, the day I saw Mr. Woollett would be Saturday the 5th, to the best 
of my judgment ; or it mi^t be Monday, the 7th. 

By Master O'Mallet : Then the gist of your evidence, as I imderstand 
you, is, that you understood from Mb. Woollett that there would 

BE NO compromise OF CHABACTEB IN WITHDRAWING THE FLEAS, AND YOU 
COMMUNICATED THAT TO HER? 

Dbpidedly ; CERTAINLY ; and I communicated that to her : but I knew 
nothing of the matter — I had no other idea. I have an impression that my 
daughter called a few days before. 

It really does not matter. That is the gist of your evidence. I think 
that that is the important part of it — ^the impression you derived ? 

And that I am quite certain of. 

By Master Treasurer : Was that the only interview you had with Mr. 
Woollett ? 

Yes ; except about a fortnight ago. 

By Master Bagshawe : That was nothing that toudies this question ? 

(The Witness withdreir.) 

[Sixth Meeting, p. 42.] 

Master O'Malley : With regard to the course of proceeding, I under- 
stand from Mr. Seymoui* that he took the benefit of the Insolvent Act. 
I suppose that was under what is called The Gentleman's Act. 

Mr. Seymour : Yes, sir. 

Master O'Malley : I want to know whether there are any means of 
obtaining the balance-sheet ? 

Master Bagshawe : Mr. Seymour will allow me to state that we made 



PROCEEDINGS IN PARKER's CASE. 201 

RppHcation for it ; but we were told it is tbg practice of t}ie Cou^ neyer 
to disclose any of the proceedings except by an order of the Court, 

Mr. Setmour r Tt was held up in my face at Southampton, at a 
d^euner at the opening of the Redbridge Railway by Lord Palmerston ! 

Master Baoshawr : We did not think it expedient or proper to make 
any application to the Court, and under those circumstances we are not 
in possession of that schedule. It will rest with you to decide whether 
you think it right to put a copy of it before the Benchers. 

Mr. Seymour : I am in the hands of the Benchers ; T believe they 
mean to do me nothing but justice Here it is, if they wish to see it. 

Master Theaburer : The communication is naade to you by the 
managers, not the Benchers ; if they wish to see it, I- suppose they can ? 

Mr. SETitoxrR : If the Managers or the Benchers have the slightest 
wish to see it, there it is. They will find that all wi troubles are 

POINTED AT THAT 28TH OP FEBRUARY, 1863 !* 

Master Baoshawe : We have no wish one way or the other. If you 
like to produce it, do so ; if not, all very well. 

Master O'Mallby : I think it very important for this inquiry that we 
should see it. 

Master Sir T. W. Sladb : If Mr. Seymour likes. 

Mr. Seymour: It is simply a matter of feeling — ^You shall have it— 
like the bankers' books. There is nothing in it which I am afraid of. 

Master Q'Malley : Then, do I understand that you will produce it ? 

Mr. Seymour : Certainly. 

[Eighth Meeting, p. 11.] 

Mr. Seymour : I have got a letter addressed to Mr. WooUett here, the 
7th of June, 1868, which I have no doubt is the letter Mrs. Seymour 
referred to the other night, and I will lay a copy of that before the 
Court. 

Master Treasurer : Becently written, or about the date of the action ? 

Mr. Seymour : About the time I withdrew the pleas. '' 5, King's 
Bench Walk, June 7ih, 1868. — My dear WooUett, — I have acted on your 
advice, aknd this morning instructed Messrs. Linklater to withdraw pleas. 
I shall write to Mr. Parker to-night, and I trust you will join in the 
request that he will not sign judgment — ^at ^ events not till I have a 
little time to show my disposition in this matter. I shall send £20 to 
Mr. Parker, and o£fer to consent to his own terms as to the rest. I am 
sjire you will do everything a kind and sympathising friend might, and, 
with (rod's help, the future will make amends for all my troubles. — ^Yours 
very faithfully, W. Digby Seymour," 

Master Baoshawe : Then you wrote to Mr. Parker. We have your 
Jetter tp Mr. Parker of the following day, the 8th, and that supplies 2^ 
link. 

ilr, Seymour : No doubt it supplies a link in the matter. 

*^* In order to explain this 'Mink,'' and throw light upon ilie real 
meaning of a letter upon which, it is only right to say, no observation 
was WlMlq by Mr. Bagshawe, upon which no point was made a^^ainst Mr, 
Seymour before the Benchers, and as to the history of which he did not 
enter into any particulars before them, but upon which great stress ha^ 
since been laid in another quarter, it is necessary here to state that Mr. 
Woollett, who, as it has been already stated, a fortnight after the cor- 
respondence between Messrs. Linklat(er and Mr. Parker ceased, had re- 
op>eued the question of an amicable settlement of the action, wrote a 

1.1 ■ ■ I ■ 111! I I 1 111 I I I 11. I. I « . I I 1^1^— «^^ I 

* This allusion will be understood on reference to the evidence in HobertEon's 
case. 

26 
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letter to Mrs. deymour on JwM Zrd (a date of no BinaU importance), in 
which he says : 

** I think if Mr. Seymour were to write to Mr. Parker asking him not 
U> 9ign judgment J he would have no reason to complain of any want of 
forbearance upon Mr. Flarker's part, and probably, if faith were Kept with 
him as to thb terms vvuovo&SDy judgment tPotUd neper be n^ned,*' 

He then adds : ** If I were in Mr. Seymour's pontion, this is the course I 
should adoptf and 1 believe it is the best aavioe that can be given to 
him." — After expressing a wish to see Mrs. Seymour, if Mr. Seymour 
adopted the " course suggested," he adds, that he '' shotdd aiso like to see 
the letter firttP He concludes with " kindest love ftom Mrs. WooUett," 
&c., &c. 

Mrs. Seymour wrote Mr. WooUett a letter in reply, which contained 
this passage : ^ 

" Mr. Seymour has no objection to place himself in Mr. F&rker's power 
by giving him the right to sign judgment for his debt, but he does object 
to place it out of Mr. Parker's power to remedy the evil which a judgment 
on the whole declaration would certainly entail. 

After this came the interviews between Mrs. Se3anour and Mr. Wright 
respectively with Mr. Woollett, the substance of whidi was, that all impu- 
tation being withdrawn on Mr. Parker's part, Mr. Seymour wa« to give 
a judgment on the money count. 

Mr. Woollett, again referring to the subject of his letter of June 3rd, 
said that he believed Mr. Parker would not sign judgment ait o^ '' if he 
was asked in the proper way." He then told Mrs. Seymour the sort of 
letter which he wished Mr. Seymour to write. Mr. Seymour accordingly 
wrote out a draft, of which his clerk made a copy, and sent it over to Mr. 
Woollett. 

The commencement of the letter in the original draft was in substance as 
follows, but Mr. Seymour cannot now p£dge himself as to the exact 
words: — 

"< 5, King's Bench Walk, 
June 8th, 1858. 

**Deae Sir, — \_Acting upon the faith of the arrangement with Mr, 
WooUett ], I have instructed my solicitor to withdraw the pleas in 
vour action. I have thus placed myself absolutely in your power, 
but I trust you will withhold, at least for the present, from exercising that 
power to my great and certain injury by taking any further steps. I beg 
you win accept the £20 I enclose towards payment of your costs. With 
regard to the liquidation of the principal sum, I shall he glad to see Mr. 
Woollett, Mr. Wilson, or any other friend of yours, to arrange for my 
carrying out such terms as may be agreeable to you, and possible for me. — 
Yours faithfully, " Wm. Digbt Sbymour." 

This draft was shown to Mr. Woollett according to his express desire. 
A plausible objection was made to the opening passage (something about 
not showing faith in Mr. Parker). Mr. Se3rmour struck it out, wrote off 
the letter as it now stands, and posted it to Mr. Parker. 

Mr. Seymour's solicitora were instructed, and written to, to withdraw the 
pleas on June 7th, before this letter was written — a withdrawal made upon 
the distinct and solemn imderstanding that judgment would only be signed 
on the money count, and this letter was written afterwards solely with a 
view of inducing Mr. Parker not to sign judgment at all. 

The sum of me matter is this : — ^]y&. Seymour, in accordance with the 
advice of his counsel, solicitors, and friends, agreed to ^ve Mr. Parker a 

i'udffment under the Fourth Count, and not to plead his certificate. Mr. 
Parker, on his part, through Mr. Woollett, agreed to withdraw all imputa- 
tion on Mr. Seymour. \&. Seymour, with the concurrence and advice of 
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Mr. 'Woollett, now pressed for something mo7ie»— namely, that he wotild not 
sign juilgmeiit even under the money count tiU default t» ihe ^'terms'' 
arranged. 

This is the short history of the matter, let malicious ingenuity construe 
or misconstrue the &cts act it may ! 

[8th Meeting, page 12.] 

Mr. Setmour : I was just going to suggest to the Bench that my bank- 
book — the British Bank-book — will show there is some rate of interest 
allowed. 

Master Trbasobbr : I was drawing your attention to that when Mr. 
Parker was examined. I wished to £dow what was the Bank rate of in- 
terest in August, 1855. 

Mr. SsTMOUR : They allowed interest, where there was a probability 
of aiiiluMM>unt going on, of 1 to 2 per cent. 

Master Treasurer) : In 1855 ? 

Mr. Setkour : In 1855. 

Master Trbasurbr : That was upon a balance of a given amount 1 

Mr. Seymour : That was on a balance of a given amount. Of course it 
struck the Master Treasurer, though I have no right to penetrate his 
thoughts, that in this case there was no knowing now soon the money 
would be wanted, and that interest in that Bank was allowed on current 
ftocounts. 

Master Treasurer : These are the rules of the British Bank : ^ Drawing 
accounts may be opened by respectable parties, although they may be un- 
able to keep the balances usually required to remunerate bankers. If a 
balance of not less than ;£100 be maintained for the half-yea r " 

Mr. Setmour : That is it. 

Master Treasurer : '' Interest at the rate of 1 per cent, and if of ;£200, 
2 per cent, per annum on the whole balance, from day to day, will be 
allowed. This will not, however, restrict any party " 

Mr. Setmour : I have no doubt that that has led to the mistake. 

Master Treasurer : *^ In the least degree, beyond foregoing the interest, 
from the free use of his entire balance, unless he have also a discount ac- 
count. A moderate commission is charged on drawing accounts, propor- 
tioned to the trouble and number of the operations, rather than to their 
amount." These are drawing accounts. *^ D^osits of any amount will be 
received at the chief ofice and its branches. On those made, or continued 
after this date^ and until further notice, interest at rates varying from 2 to 
4 per cent, per annum, as may be agreed on, according to the time for 
which the deposit is made, will be allowed &om the day of deposit." 

Mr. Setmour : They never paid more than 4 per cent, on deposit ac- 
counts. I am told that is the case. 

Master BoDWELL : These are deposit accounts. 

Mr. Setmour : My mind was on current accounts. 

Master Grbbee: Most of the Joint-Stock Banks allow interest on 
deposit accounts. The Union Bank at the present time does* 

Master Treasurer : Yes ; but the rate varies : it is generally one per 
cent, liess than the Bank rate of discount. 

Mr. Setmour : I would infinitely rather find out a bandjtde mistake by 
Mr. Parker than an3rihini|f wilful in the matter. The question of interest 
has perhaps arisen £rom t£e £em^ of a current account bearing interest ; that 
is my own belief of the case ; the Bench will judge whether it is correct : 
but as to. a '^ 5 per cent, deposit," I never dreamt of it. 

Mr. JAMES SIMKINS caUed in and Examined hy Mr. SEYMOUE. 

[Eighth Meeting, p^ 14] 

Are you the managing common-law clerk of Messrs. Linklater and 
Hackwood ? I am. — And did you attend to the action of Parker v. 5!^- 
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mour, In 1853 7 t did, sir. — ^Do you reoolleet when you reoeired any in- 
structions from me on the subject of preparing pleas P They were oonveyedy 
I think, in a letter. You were out of town at tne time. — Have you got the 
the letter here ? Yes. — ^Then, perhaps you will pUt it in ? I think you 

were attending the . — The Hull Borough Sessions ? The Hull Borough 

Sessions ; it is dated from Hull. 

{The letter was handed in to Matter Treasurer.) 

iiaater Treasursb : '^ Hull Borough Sessions, April 2nd, 1858. — Dear 
Sir, — Mysdf at iiie suit of Parker. H you will kindly send the draft 
declaration herein to my friend, Mr. Bennett, at my chambers, 5, Kin^s 
Bench Walk, he will prepare pleas for me, as I do not like acting on me 
Eastern adage, * Medioe, ctura teipsum* My derk, Mr. Lowth, died on 
Sunday last. Se would have been a most important witness for me ff this 
matter had gone to trial in his lifetime.* If any easy terms of settlement, 
such as a policy on my life, could be effected, I think it woidd be wiser to 
compromise than, now that my hopes and proepe<)ts are brightening, to 
have the anxiety and possible injury of even discussing such an issue as 
whether I could be guilty of a fraud ! I know I am in the hands of gener- 
ous friends and good advisers, and shall act implicitly as you recommend 
me.— Yours sincerely, W. Diobt Seymour." **1 know I am in the hand^ 
of generous friends and good advisers." The witness has put this in if you 
like to proceed with your examination. 

(By Mr. Seymour) : Will you go on and state in a narrative form what 
took place — what steps you took 1 

In consequence of that letter, I, on the following day, sent the de- 
claration to Mr. Bennett as requested, with what I found to be most 

meagre instructions for a pleader. '* Plaintiff has now declared *^ Shall 

X read it? 

If you please. " Queen's Bench. Seymour ats. Parker. Plaintiff has 
now aeelared. By desire of Mr. Seymour, who is now at Hull, we send 
declai'ation, and he will doubtless communicate with you or ourselves 
further before the time to plead expires. In the meantime, perhaps 
you will be good enough to prepare pleas. 3 April, 1858." — (By Master 
Bagshawe) : What is the date of that ? dd of April, 1858, the day after 
the date of that letter. — ^You put that document in ? Yes. — (By Master 
Karslake) : May I ask what is the date of the declaration ? Master 
Bagshawe : The declaration ? — Master Karslake : 1 dare say Mr. Seymour 
can tell me what I want. (To Mr. Seym^our) i Had it been sent down to 
you at Hull ? Mr. Seymour : I cannot answer that question. {To the 
Witness) : Did you send it to me at Hull ? — Master Karslake : It is the 
30th of March. Mr. Seymour : I know I was at the Hull Borough 
Sessions.— Master Treasurer : Your letter is dated from Hull ? Mr. Sey- 
mour : My letter is dated from Hull, and I wished the matter not to be 
Sroceeded with till J came back. — ( By Mr. Seymour) : Will you proceed, 
Ir. Simkins, if you please ? Yes ; I do not think we gave any further 
instructions to Mr. Bennett than the letter I have put in ; but it rested 
till you came to London, when you instructed him, as &r as I recollect 
now, yourself ; and he prepared and settled the pleas. — « (By iMnster 
Greene) : You received no further instructions from Mr. Seymour ? We 
received no further instructions ; I do not find that we received any 
further instruction from Mr, Seymour for the pleas. 



* Let this passage in a private letter to Mr. Seymour's solicitors be remembered 
when coDsidering the statement in Mr. Seymour's affidavit (not contemplated at 
the time), and Mr. Wilson's assertion tlijit Lowth merely opened the door of his 
(chambers. 
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(By Mr. Setmoub) : Have you any correspondence ? Do yoa recollect 
any correspondence between yourself and Mr. Parker 1 

Yes ; to refresh my memory, as the matter occurred three or four 
years ago, I have had all our letters to Mr. Parker copied out from our 
letter book * ♦*♦♦*♦♦ 

[Mr. Simkins then proceeded to read some formal correspondence (before 
referred to) and entries in his diary. Bencher*s Beport, 8th meeting, 
pages 16 to 21.] 

The Witness : On the 25th) " Attending plaintiffs clerk on his requesting 
further adjournment of the summons until Saturday, on the ground of 
the absence of the plaintiff's clerk, Mr. Wilson, from illness ; and we 
were to see counsel thereon ; and we requested plaintiff would give us 
inspection and copies of all plaintiff's letters to defendant, and of de- 
fendants to him, several of which we had lost. Attending you and Mr. 
Bennett thereon, when it was arranged we should accede to the adjourn- 
ment, but we were to endeavour to obtain the copies of letters, and con- 
ferring as to defence. Attendinff at plaintiff's, consenting to summons 
standmg adjourned ; and his clerk informed us plaintiff would not give 
inspection of the letters asked for, but would oppose, by counsel, any 
summons for discovery or inspection, of which he Begged us then to take 
notice ; writing you thereon, and as to summons for discovery." 

Master Baoshaws : What is the date of that ? 

Master Treasurer : The same date ; all the 25th of May. *' June 1^ 
Attending you at the Temple hereon, when you informed us Mrs. Seymour 
had received a letter from Mr. Woollett,^ and she was to see him to-day 
to see if any terms could be arranged, and, if necessary, was to see plaintiff 
thereon, and were therefore to delay taking out a summons for discovery, 
until we had your instructions.'' " June 3rd : Attending you, when you 
informed us Mrs. Seymour had had a long interview with Mr, WooUetty who 
had promised to go to Chelmsford and see plaintiff yesterday or to-day, 
but as yet vou had no reply, and we were to wait your instructions. 
^ 7. — ^Attending you hereon, and you informed us an abranqement wah 

BEEN MADE BETWEEN PLAINTIFF, TOUR FATHER-IN-LAW, and YOURSELF, 

and THAT WE were to withdraw the pleas. Summons to withdraw pleas, 
copy and servioe."t Then on the 8th of June — ^' Attending summons to 
withdraw pleas ; order made." Same date — ^ Order, copy, and service." 

Mr. Sbtmour : What is the date of that ? 

Master Treasurer : The 8th of June. 

Mr. Seymour : On the 7th I referred to my father-in-law. 

Master Treasurer t Yes ; I will read it again. ^^ Attending you 
hereon, and you informed us an arrangement had been made between 
plaintiff, your father-in-law, and yourself, and that we were to withdraw 
the pleas. Summons to withdraw pleas, copy, and service. 8. — ^Attending 
summons to withdraw pleas : order made. Order, copy and service." 

(By Master Tbeasurbr) : Now, Mr. Simkins, -did you keep this diary 
from which those are extracts ? 

They are my entries. That is only a copy of them. 

I know it is a copy of the diary. Do those entries accurately represent 
the occurrences ? 

Yes. 

(By Master Greene) : There are no other entries ? 



* This confirms Mr. Seymour's statement that the reyiral of negotiations came 
from Mr. WooUett. 

t Can stronger moral corroboration be given that it is no afterthought now on 
the part of Mr. Seymour (as has been wickedly insinuated;, when he states that he 
withdrew his pleas upon the fiiith of " an arrangement T 



>i 
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Oil ! jQSy there are otheiB. l^e hill voold be soma length. I have 
left out the formal parts in the action, such as BammcHui to stay trial, and 
attending same^ and so cm ; all those I have left out^ and taken the at- 
tendances out^ 

What you thought special ? 

Yes. 

(By Mr. Setmoub) : They are, of course, at the command of the Bench 
— ^the entries — I need hardly say ? 

Yes. 

(By Master Bagshawe) : Do you put in that copy, then 1 

If you please. I did not have it copied with that yiew. 

Master Tkbasuher : It is yery distinct. 

The WmrESS : I only took it out for my own memoiy's assistaace. 

(By Mr. Sbtmour) : Have you ctscertained the extict date when judgment 
woe signed f 

VeSf I have. 

Master Bagshawb : Yes^ the IdtA of September, 

The WiTKESS : 1 haye a certified copy of the entry. 

(By Master Baoshawb) : I dare say tJiis is your own copy (producing a 

That is the judgment P^p^* 

(By Mr. Setmour) : The office copy of the judgment is what I am 
anxious to have ? 

It is similar to the one I have got, sir ; but it was not obtained by us. 

(Bj Master Baqshaws) : I am right as to the date, am I, the 13th of 
September ? 

The 13th of September, I think, it was signed. 

(By Mr. Setmoub) : Have you searched Sie roll yourself ? 

I haye searched the judgment book. 

Is there any interlocutory judgment ? 

None, 

How many years haye you been in practice as a common-law clerk ? 

I should tnink about fiye and twenty. 

From your practice in the profession, having seardied the judgment 
roU, what is the nature of the judgment entered up against me 2 

It is a final judgment on withdrawal of pleas for j£500, costs paid ; j£500 
debt, costs paid. 

£500 in debt ? 

Yes. 

Master Treasurer : Do you ask of what nature it is — on what count 
it proceeded \ 

Mr. Setmour : Certainly. 

Master Greene : I understand it had been entered in debt. 

Mr. Setmour : Yes. I understand the judgment clerk could not come ; 
it is difficult to get him here in the evening. Mr. Simkins has spoken to 
him. {To the Witneea) : Did you speak to him i 

The Witness : Yes, 

is it a judgment on the monet count 1 

Onlt. 

is it a judgment on the monet counts onlt — ^final judgment? 

Yes. 

Master Bagshawe : You have given Mr. Lush's and Mr. Kemplay's 
opinions as evidence that the roU could not be completed unless a noUe 
prosequi was entered to the special counts. 

(By Master Bodwell) : Did you prepare the affidavit^ or take any steps 
for postponement of the trial ? 

The Witness : I did not prepare the affidavit. 

Was it prepared ill your office ? 
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No ; I think, as far as my recollection serves me, that Mr. Bennett 
prepared it. 

(The Witness was directed to toithdraw.) 
Mr. Setmoub : The Bench have before them, that judgment was not 
signed for three months. 
Master Kabslake : Tlie judgment was signed in September, 1858. 

*♦* The following is the prospectus of the original company whidi Mr. 
Bigby Seymour undertook to remodel and revive under the name of 
" ^e National Printiug Company," for which he proposed to obtain a 
Eoyal Charter. See antey p. 90. 

"The Patent Printing Machtnsrt and Printing CoMPAinr. Beni- 
owski's Patents. Provisionally registered. To be incorporated under the 
7 and 8 Vict. c. 110. Capital, ;ei30,000, in £66,000 shares of £2 each ; 
£1 to be paid on allotment, with power to increase it to £250,000. 

** Trustees—Et. Hon. Thomaa Milner Gibson, M.P., Wilton Crescent ; 
Michael Thomaa Bass, Esq., M.P., Eaton Place. Directors— Michael 
Thomas Bass, Esq., M.P., Eaton Place ; Vandeleur B. Crake, Esq., Somers 
Place, Hyde Park ; Professor Creasy,* University College, London ; John 
Greene, Esq., M.P., King Street, St. James' ; Albert Francis Jackson, 
Esq., Putney, Surrey ; George Frederick Muntz, Esq., M.P., St. James' 
Square ; Thomas Marsh Nelson, Esq., Charles Street, St. James ; Arthur 
John Otway, Esq., M.P., Princes Terrace, Hyde Park ; Francis W. Rus- 
sell, Esq., M.P., Westbourne Street, Hyde Park ; Thomas Winkworth, 
Esq., 7, Sussex Place, Canonbury. Bankers— The Commercial Bank of 
London, Lothbury ; and Messrs. Charles Hopkinson & Co., 3, Et^ent 
Street. Solicitor — St. Barbe Sladen, Esq., 14, Parliament Street, West- 
minster, Brokers — Messrs. Price and Brown, Change Alley, Comhill. 
Official Auditor— George C. Begbie, Esq., 10, Coleman Street, City. 
Secretary — ^W. H. Greene, Esq. Offices, 5, Waterloo Place. 

" This Company is formed for the purpose of carrying out in Great Bri- 
tain, L'eland, and the Colonies, Beniowski's numerous and important 
Patented Inventions, connected with Letterpress Printing, &c., the Patents 
having been secured upon highly advantageous terms. 

'* It is obviously impossible to describe within ike limits of an ordinary 
advertisement the various improvements which these patents, the result of 
many years' intense mental labour as well as a large expenditui^e of money, 
are calculated to effect, detailed explanations of them, however, may be ob- 
tained on application to the secretary or brokers of the Company — suffice 
it to say they extend to every department of the various branches of the 
trades with which they are connected, including types, type-casting, com- 
posing, printing, printing machines, inking rollers, printing for the blind, 
&c., accomplishing in letterpress printing alone a saving to an extent 
almost incredible — a revolution will thus be established in printing analo- 
gous to that effected in weaving by the application of the power loom, 
enabling men, women, and children, with but little previous instruction to 
become skilful compositors. 

** By the new mode of loru ing ihe types (to speak only of oneof the striking 
features of these inventious) any man, woman, or child who is acquainted 
with the common alphabet, will be enabled to become a usefid and correct 
compositor with only a few days' previous instruction ; and by other inven- 
tious contained in these patents, the mechanical toil and irksomeness of 
composing are greatly diminished, whilst the production is increased five- 
fold — so uiat this most important branch of the printer's art will be made 
easy with regard to bodily toil, as well as simple with regard to mental 

* New Chief Justice of Ceylon. 
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preparation.— A new field for einplojment will thus be opened to thou- 
sanda of that sex and those classes, to which society offers at present so few 
remunerative channeb for the exertion of honest industry. 

** By carrying into effect these inventions, the price of books, of news- 
papers, and of every product of the press must be greatly diminished, and an 
impetus wiU thus be given to the advancement of Iqiowledge and the diffu- 
sion of education, greater than any that has been seen in England since 
Caxton's first introduction of moveable tjrpes into this country, nearly four 
centuries ago. 

" The directors have agreed with the proprietors for the absolute assign- 
ment of the English, Scotch, Irish, and Colonial patents, together with all 
the machinery, models, and plant of eyery description as at present in their 
possession, in consideration of 15,000 shares in the undertaking, with an 
equal division of the profits after the shareholders shall have realized a 
dividend of 8 per cent, per annum. 

" 1,000 free shares will be appropriated to the promoters, as remuneration 
for the trouble and expenses they have incurred in bringing this important 
undertaking before the public. 

" By this arrangement, the proprietors manifest their great confidence in 
the soundness of the undertaking, and the company have secured their 
^alous co-operation, as well as that of the patentee in the working of the 
inventions for the mutual benefit of themselves and the shareholders. 

" The annual profits of the company it will be demonstrated will, after 
allowing a very great reduction in the present price of printing, permit of 
an unusually large dividend, the patents securing a monopoly of types, 
inking rollers, printing machines, &c., whilst the operations of the company, 
unlike most other speculations, will be carried on under the immediate 
eyes of the shareholders— thereby constituting " THE PATENT FEINT- 
ING MACHINERY AND PRINTING COMPANY," in its financial 
equally as in its social character, one of the most important and valuable 
that has ever appeared before the public. 

" Application for shares to be made to the brokers — ^the solicitor — or at 
the offices of the company, where all the details will be explained." 



MR. SEYMOUR'S SUMMING UP. 

[Tenth Meeting, pp. 7 to 29.] 

*^* Mr. Seymour then proceeded to sum up the evidence and in the course 
of so doing distinctly contradicted some of the statements in the evidence 
produced against him, especially Mr. WooUett's. 

As Mr. Lush went to a great extent over the same ground in his address, 
it will be sufficient to give the most important portion of Mr. Seymour's 
statement 

Mr. Seymour : My office was not so much to bring out a new company 
as to galvanise and revivify an old one, and Captain Greene's object was 
that it should be done and done speedily; and, therefore, it would be 
entirely opposed to the spirit as well as the letter of my arrangement with 
him if I had entered into such an agreement as a deposit on a deposit note. 
** And I was to receive five per cent, interest for it until I could make up 
my mind about a scheme that Mr. Digby Seymour had mentioned to me." 
Now that is quite destructive of the suggestion that I was to deposit £500 
as well as he. The Bench can hardly suppose that I should entertain the 
idea of allowing £500 to lie tiU Mr. Parker should say whether he would 
join me in a scheme ! Of course, the Bench will judge of that ; but I first 
throw it out to them as a suggestion. Then, at the bottom of page 6 (p. 1 20 
ante), there is, '' Did you pw^, or intend to place^ the money imder the 
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control of Mr. Se^rmour ? No, sir, certainly not, for it was to be placed in 
the bank as a guarantee to Major Beniowski, that / meant, if the schema 
was a good one, I would undertake to be a partner in it." The word 
" partner" is not unimportant, but the important observation is with regard 
to the guarantee to Major Beniowski. This scheme had not been intro-^ 
duoed to me by Major Beniowski. I do not think I ever saw him in my 
life. Captain Greene represented the interest of Major Beniowski. Cap- 
tain Greene insisted on no guarantee. He had perfect reliance on me. He 
was always, to use his own words, '^ satisfied with my agreement to spend 
the money " ♦♦♦#** 

I submit to the Bench that if this really was a case in which there was 
to be ;£l,000 placed upon a deposit note at a bank, at five per cent interest^ 
it is impossible to suppose that a man of business, and a solicitor of long 
standing, should not have said anything about its being placed in joint 
names ; and he says here that nothing was said about joint names, if it 
was to be placed in joint names, and only drawn out on a joint application, 
would not the bank have lequired Mr. Parker's signature as well as mine 
in their books !*****♦ 

When I heard something of this had been revived after my getting silk, I 
wrote to Mr. Parker, and appealed to his sense of justice, to write me a letter 
stating that there wiis nothing reflecting upon my honour and character, 
and his reply was, '^ I am too ill ; send for my agent ; he can come at any 
hour you like." I found that two or three days after I got that letter, a 
committee of inquiry was established at York. I thought it was then due 
to mysf If, and proper under the circumstances, not to see Mr. Beesi. Bu^ 
Mr. Parker says, " Mr. Seymour came to me." This is not correct The 
only communication I had is before the Bench, and that was by writing. 

Sir Frederick Slade and Mr. O'Malley put the question several times of 
" a sale out and out." That refers to my aflBdavit ; in my aflSdavit I stated 
that £500 was a consideration of Mr. Parker having an interest in the 
patent. The consideration for my having half Captain Greene's interest 
was my undertaking to spend <£ 1,000 on the company. If I admitted Mr. 
Parker into the company, he became a partner in my interest, or I would 
have been quite content with his undertaking to spend £500. He hastened 
to place the £500 into my hands, as he himself more than once said, to 
purchase an interest. They are really exchangeable terms if the Bench 
will only refer to the position in which I stood with Captain Greene. 

Now, Master Chamoers asks a question at page 15 {ante p. 125). ('' By 
Master Chambers) : Was there anything said aoout preliminary expenses V 
The answer is, " No." I just merely call the attention of the Court in 
passing to that. I will refer to it presently. Page 16. "I suppose you 
have had money to deposit in banks before now ? — Well, but I am a care- 
less fellow, you know. I trust to the honour — " and so on. That does not 
want any comment upon it from me. J hope it is not upon the evidei.ce of 
" a careless fellow/' or a man who axAs cardesdy, that my character is to 00 
hrouifht into jeopardy before this Bench ! " What did he say with regard to 
the observation that the money should be deposited in the bank ? — He 
wished it to be placed there as a pledge of good faith to Major Beniowski 
that I entertained the proposal. Are you quite sure that it came from 
him ? — Quite so. Did Mr. Seymour at any time decline to receive your 
cheque when you offered it ? — ^No ; it was all done in the train from 
Brighton, and when we got to London I gave him the cheque immediately." 
Now, sir, upon that Mr. Parker has got a contradiction, which of course 
the Bench should value, and I trust will value, looking to the source from 
which it came. It came from the lips of a lady, placed in a position, with 
regaixi to me, which makes her very anxious about this case ; at the same 
time, placed in a position which makes her know these particular facts, and 
I hope the Bench will do her the justice to say that she stated, as it 

27 
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appears to me she did state, very clearly and very distinctly, what took 
pace on the morning when Mr. Parker called upon me at the Bnmswick 
Baths. Mr. Parker, when he was here, denied my refusing his cheqne ; 
but that he did press it upon me, and that I distinctly refused to receive 
it from him, is a fact, ana it was offered to me under the circumstances 
which my wife has stated. ♦ ♦ ♦ # ♦ 

I think the Bench will consider that I am not hyper- critical, because 
here is a question addressed to a solicitor, asking him, was it his opinion 
that the law business should be kept in as few hands as possible ? To 
which he says " No/' and there is a letter in which he says : ** The law 
business, as well as all matters, should be in as few hands as ^ssible.'' 
Therefore, upon the question of accuracy, I hope the Court will allow that 
there is an inconsistency here, because here is a letter of Mr. Parker^s 
mooting something to me which he denies afterwards ! I then ask him 
about Captain Greene. " Do you mean that you never expressed yourself 
to me to that effect ? Did I not show you a memorandum, heads of agree- 
ment between myself and Captain Greene, in which one of the conditions 
imposed upon me was to find a solicitor to the company ? — ^You might have 
done so. You produced a letter-paper writing, which I did not believe to 
be in Captain Greene's handwriting. You said it was. I doubted it. You 
doubted it ? — I did." Well, sir, I only say, there is a little instance in 
which he throws out a startling suggestion ; he doubts the handwriting of 
Captain Greene ! We are now dealing with a witness who was then in 
friendly relations with me ; why did he not tell me at the time that he 
doubted it, and not deal in such an insinuation afterwards ? 

" Was it then, or after that time, that I referred to Mr. Eagar ? — ^You 
never referred to Mr. Eagar, until the time when we went to Mr. Sladen^s, 
when I declined the company, and he was the party that the subscribers to 
the company were to enter into the contract with." He is described as the 
public officer of a company to sue ! If the Bench will look to the draft 
agreement, which is before them, they will see that that also is a simple 
statement without the slightest foundation ! 

Now, sir, I call the attention of the Bench to the peculiar character of 
Mr. Parkei^'s denials. Then, at page 26 {ante, p. 132) : " Do you not know 
that one of the conditions made by me was, that if 1 expended £1000 
within three months from the time I made the arrangement with Greene 
in August, I should have 673 proprietors' shares in the undertaking ? — 
Well, I do not know ; you know whether it was so or not ; we never 
entered into that, we never signed a subscription deed ; what amount 

of shares (By Master O'Malley) : It is a very important question. 

Were you aware that Mr. Seymour had made that arrangement with 
other parties? — No; not at all." Then, sir, he denies the next. "Were 
vou to have half of my interest ? — No. You were not ? — Certainly not." 
i^ow, I deeply regret that Captain Greene was not here. If this case 
had been tried in a court of law, I should have subpoenaed Captain 
Greene ; if it had been before the House of Commons, I should have com- 
pelled his attendance. Undoubtedly, Captain Greene says in his letter, 
that having interviews with Mr. Parker and me, and having conversation 
with us at dinner, and meeting us in various places, he looked upon 
us as jointly interested. Here Mr. Parker expressly denies it, and I 
appeal to Captain Greene's letter as entirely contradicting him on that 
point ; for he says, " I always understood that Mr. Parker was to have 
naif Mr. Sevmours interests." 

Master Phillimore : Where is Captain Greene's letter ? Does he give 
any reason for not attending ?* 

* This incident illuBtrates once more the eyil effect of a changing tribunal. 
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Mr. Seymour : He says — " I send you a transcript of my notes. In a 
matter of so much interest, I send you a transcript of my notes, because I 
will not trust my memory." The !Bench will see that but little confidence 
must be placed in Mr. Parker's evidence. At page 26, I say — " Then, 
listen to this : — Seymour to have 673 shares ? — Yes ; that is the memoran- 
dnm in Captain Greene's handwriting, as you call it" — still intimating that 
I was not correct ! Now, sir, here comes a contradiction, which I submit 
to the Bench, if this were a case not involving the character of a man, 
if I may so say, in my position, but the character of the humblest member 
of the community, would be utterly destructive of Mr. Parker's testimony ; 
it goes ^ the entire root of the matter upon a point which is the whole 
basis of our mutual relations, and as to which he is directly contradicted by 
a document under his own hand ! At the bottom of page 27 {ante, p. 133) he 
is asked this by me. " I wish to be particular between you and me. I 
ask you whether you ever expressed yourself to me to the effect that if 
£1,000 was spent by me, that £1,000 was to form a charge upon Captain 
Greene's interest ? — No. You are confident of that ? — I answered the 
question ; no. You are confident of that ? — ^Yes." Master Bod well in- 
terposed. " You mean by word of mouth or otherwise ? — Certainly.*' 
Now, sir, the Bench will recollect that at the time f had mislaid the 
original of Mr. Parker's letter ; but I imclertuok to produce Mr. Parker's 
letter, of which I then read a copy. The original is now in. I pro- 
duced at that time a copy in the following words written by Mr. Parker 
to me, dated 17th of October, 1855. This is at page 29. " My dear Sir,— 
The £1,000 is to be a charge upon the share of JS&. Greene in the patent, 
provided the company is not established, and the £1,000 is expended." 
iVbw, sir, a denial more complete, more positive, or unequivocal, upon 
a point which goes to the very issue between us, could never oe made I He 
had the opportunity given him by Mr. O'Malley and myself of contradict- 
ing it, but he did not. Then, I think, his observation further on is this, 
" it is unfair to refer to a partial letter !" I then refer to a letter of Cap- 
tain Greene's, in which he says : " I met Mr. Parker in Pall Mall, and 
asked him whether he was authorised to act for Mr. Seymour 2 He replied, 
' I am,* and entered also into some particulars about the works at Bow 
Street^ to which Mr, Parker agreed, on behalf of himself and Mr. Seymour, 
I then considered all finally settled.'* Now, I ask Mr. Parker whether 
that is correct ? — The Witness : " No ; certainly not !" Of course that ia a 
question between Captain Greene and Mr. Parker. There the two state^ 
ments, meanwhile, stand in startling contradiction the one to the other ! 

Sir, at page 34(an^(;,p. 137) this question is put to him by Master O'Malley 
— " Did not you mean by that (referring to the letter) in case the £1,000 waa 
expended — in case, the words of your letter are — in ease the company should 
not be formed and the money should be spent ? — No, sir, I do not think it 
says that. Allow me ■ . I might have written a careless letter." So 
sir, at one time, when he is pressed upon the important issue between him 
and me, his reply is, " I am a careless fellow, you know ;" and now, when 
he is pressed on a still more important point, his reply is, '^ I might have 
written a careless letter." Now, I would remind the fiench that it is not 
one "careless letter*' they have before them. There are three different 
documents to which his attention was called, all bearing the same interpre- 
tation, all worded in the same language, and all entirely contradicting him, 
as I submit, as to the issue raised by tlua inquiry ! 

Now, sir, I do not know whether it is necessary for me to make any 
further observation on Mr. Parker. I nmy observe here, however, that 
Master White was so struck with the contradiction between Mr. Parker's 
letter and his statement, that he suggests the " not" was a mistake I Now, 
it wa9 not a mistake, for the fiict is, the letter was before the Bench, and 
the letter bears upon it the appearance of careful correction, and of having 
been copied in a machine. I say no more about Mr. Parker. Mr, Parkef 
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is an attorney. The very fact that I asked him to be connected with the 
company, when one of the conditionB was, that we should have a re- 
spectable attorney connected with it, shows that 1 thought him a re- 
spectable man. As to his being a respectable man, I am not going to sav 
anything of him. The Bench will judge of him. I do not think 1 speak 
uncharitobly, when I say of his evidence it was exceedingly flippant and 
exceedingly vague. The Bench will do justice between nim and me. I 
suggest uiat he made a mistake, and that, finding he had made a mistake, 
he ^terwards persisted in that mistake. However, at the time when he 
got ill he sent his clerk to me, and 1 consented to set him free from the 
engagement to me. That is where I made the mistake. If I had ^d him 
ti^t to his bargain, I should have done right. He was in for better for 
worse ; he was my partner in law and in equity ; but when it was told 
me by hid clerk he was ill, I said, *^ Let him go out of the concern," but I 
thought I might have the use of the £500, which, under the circum- 
stances, I consented to treat as a debt, as I explained to the Bench. My 
real and IxmA fide feeling was this : '^ You advanced this j£500 with a 
view to become my partner in a proposed oompanyi Now, after several 
months you plead ill health ; take back your j£500, I will take to the 
whole conoem ; I *will be identified alone with it ; but give me time to 
pay you, because I have contracted liabilitieis upon the faith of having 
that £U^ at my command." That is the way in which I consider myself 
^ debtor to AJr. Parker, and that was the mistake 1 made in treating that 
as a debt between Mr. Parker and me. I did it in a spirit and sense 
which I thought were correct. I thotight it was due from me in that sense 
at the time, and I hope the Bench will judge of all the facts, and see 
whether that is true or not. 

Now, sir, I come next to Mr. Wilson's testimony. He comes as Mr. 
It^arker's clerk. He comes here greatlv unaided and also without any 
notes ; and he stated in answer to Master Chambers the result of his 
knowledge derived frx>m Mr. Parker, and therefore all his evidence ia 
subject to that. But, sir, there is a strange thing said by Mr. Wilson in 
page 43 {ante^ p. 155). Master Rodwell puts a question to him. " Previous 
to this interview, will you state what passed between Mr. Seymottr and 
yotirself With reference to this £600 ? He knew that I was going to 
see Captain Greene, and he was anxious that Captain Greene should 
inform his friends that £500 of Mr. Parker's had been deposited at a 
bank ; I think he said as a sort of nest^gg.'* What becoines of the sug- 
gestion of £500 of mine ? I am, of course, referring to this, as it stru^ 
me reading this over afterwards, as a very strange admission on his own 
View of the case. It amounts to this — "Mr. Seymotir told me to tell 
Captain Greene that Mr. Parker had £500 at the bank ;" not that Mr. 
Seymour had it also ; and there is something approaching the truth there, 
but as to my telling Mr. Wilson to tell Captain Greene, it is utter non- 
sense ! I was at that time on friendly relations with Captain Greene, 
meeting him at chambers, meeting him very often, and I did not require 
Mr. Wilson to be a go-between for myself and Captain Greene. Captain 
Greene never bound me to deposit the money, and therefore it is incon- 
sistent that there should be a necessity for my stating it. But if I was 
going to stat-e it, I was not going to have him as a medium between me 
and Captain Greene, and / deny that 1 did. At page 44 {ante, p. 156), Mr. 
Wilson gave the result of a long interview, and he is certainly exceedingly 
succinct. 1 have stated, and 1 repeat it, I did in general terms explain to 
Mr. Wilson what I had done, and the Various responsibilities I had 
placed myself under with regard to the company. " When you asked for 
the money back, what took place with reference to the rettim of the 
deposit? Mr^ Seytnour expressed Very much regret. — Can you tell as 
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near as possible ? He expressed regret that Mr. Parke r — Do not 

say that ; tell lis, as nearly as pk)ssible, what it was he said ? I do not 
think I could state that. — What was the substance ? Mr. Seymour : He 
was going to say * somewhat* . I was going to say somewhat sur- 
prised that Mr Parker had not gone on with the matter." Now, sir, if 
you will turn to my crOss^xamination, • at page 51 (ante, p. 159), you will 
see Mr. Wilson makes a further statement. — " I am asking with regard to 
myself You said I expressed my regret and surprise ; did I state any 
grounds ? 'fhe grounds were, that you considered it a Very flourishing 
scheme, if it had been gone on with. — Did I not state that, from the steps 
taken,*! belieVed it would be ? Yes. — Did I refer to steps that had been 
taken ? You did, in general terms, all the time I saw you.'* Now, sir, I 
certainly do appeal to that admission of Mr. Wilson's in cross-examina- 
tion by me, as strongly corroborative of that which I haVe already stated, 
that in the course of that interview, I pointed out the expenses I had 
been at, and therefore it is not a new thing on my part to make a claim on 
account of that expenditure. 

Now, sir, going back again t o pa ge 48 {ante^ p. 158), there is a question 
there of Master O'Malley's — ** When you asked for the money, nothing 
was said to you about the preliminary expenses ? No. — Was ihere any- 
thing said to you that would lead you to suppose that the money was 
expended ? On the contrary, I believed the money — £500 — was bearing 
interest." Now, sir, here a^in I refer the Bench to the statement of 
Captain Greene. Captain Greene distinctly states in his letter (I do not 
know whether Dr. Phillimore has got it before him ; 1 should like it to be 
before bis mind), Mr. Wilson makes the observation to him, ^ I thought 
the £500 was expending in Bow Street ;" in the sixth meeting, page 29 
(ante, p» 172), about a dozen lines down, "Shortly after that I went to 
Chelmsford, when I saw Mr. Wilson, who referred, when I was leaving, 
to a cheque for £500 towards preliminary expenses. Which he (Mr. Wilson) 
said ' he supposed was expending in Bow Street f " and that is put as a 
quotation ; and you have the authority of Captain Greene, that that is an 
extract from notes in a diary made at the time in 1855. Now, sir, of 
course the Bench will judge how far I may claim the statement of Captain 
Greene as entirely corroborative of my case, and as entirely opposed to 
the evidence of Mr. Wilson. 

Now, sir, 1 want to call attention to an expression, becausid a great deal mav 
turn upon expressions, ilpon page 51 (ante, p.l59). I want to ask the Bench 
to compare the answer Mr. Wilson makes to a question of Master Bodwell 
at the bottom of that page, with an answer given by him to me in page 56. 
He says, in answer to Mr. BodWell, " Jiist give your answer. — I expressed 
to Captain Greene all the way through, as I said before ; I said, several 
times, ' There is £500 of Mr. Parker's deposited, and Mr. Seymour's £600 
deposited, and bearing interest ; there is a bona fides about that.' I put it 
in that way several times, and he expressed himself as considering that 
was a very great advantage." Now, sir, I have already commented upon 
the inconsistency of that^ and Captain Greene's representations, his utter 
ifl^norance of money matters ; but if the Court Mdll now look at page 56, 
they will see this : — " (By Mr. Sejrmour) : When yoti spoke to Captain Greene 
to comfort him with regard to the £1,000, what was he to be comforted 
about ? The progress the company was making, or what ? — The comfort 
I gave him was very small ; in effect, all I told him was, that we were 
doing what we could to inquire into it, that we must take a certain time^ 
and directly Mr. Parker's mind was made up on the subject he should 
know, and made a variety of assertions. All I can say is, Mr. Parker put 
down his £500, which was deposited by Mr. Seymour in a bank, and there 
is Mr. Seymour's £500" (nbt deposited in a bank), ''and there is a good 
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probability of it stai'ting fairly, if we take it up." Now, sir, that is all tn 
tolo ccelo different, the assertion of one and the other ; the assertion that I 
had it in a bank, Parker's deposited, and mine to be called upon ; but if Mr. 
Wilson is to be considered accurate in his statement a^inst me, in the one 
case, I hope he will be oonsidered equally accurate in my favour in the other. 
Now, sir, there is a question at bottom of page 59 {anUf p. 164), I ought 
to call the Bench's attention to. " Whether you did not understand that I 
was to expend j£l,000, and that, in consideration of that, I was to have 673 

Eroprietors' shares, of which Mr. Parker was to have, ultimately, one- 
aln'' Now, the Bench will understand that Mr. Parker met it by a dis- 
tinct denial ; he was not to have half. Mr. Wilson's answer is qualified. 
'* Well, I do not think it was Quite put in that way ;" very different in 
tone to thtit of Mr. Parker 1 The question is put by me, ^* Then, who was 
to find the preliminary expenses of the company 7 — That was one of the 
things that had to be considered when the thing was put in train." I 
submit that that is also entirely inconsistent with the relation in which we 
stood. One other observation I will make. He makes the statement in 
his affidavit that he understood from me that it was to be deposited in the 
bank " till Mr. Parker required it." That is a very different trust from 
that on which Mr. Parker relies. He says, it was to be placed in a bank 
*' as a pledge of good faith, to be given to Beniowski." It is a sort of trust 
that I never heard of until I saw it in that affidavit ! 

Now, sir, with regard to Mr. Woollett, I wish really to say very little 
about him. / believe he hcLB been trying to reconcile friendship for me and 
friendship for Mr. Parher^ and I believe he has placed himself in a false 
position by endeavouring toJiU a dutHex character I I believe the unfortu- 
nate conflict which arises between Mr. Woollett and myself, and Mr. Wool- 
lett and Mr. Wright, and Mr. Woollett and Mrs. Seymour, arises from his 
allowing his memory to dwell on matters in favour of Mr. Parker, and for- 
getting incidents and conversations which were in favour of me. There is 
a statement made by him at page 61 {ante,ja. 165), and I must really call the 
attention of the Bench generally to Mr. Woollett. In his affidavit he re- 
presents that he heaid (I have not got his affidavit here, but I have a vivid 
recollection of it, and the Bench wul appreciate it), he states that he heard 
I had got the ;£500, and that, hearing I had got it, he came down to 
Brighton to ask me how I got it from Mr. Parker. Those are not his 
words, but substantiallv that is what he said ; and that in the course of my 
conversation with him T led him to believe I had not got it, and he went 
away satisfied that I had not got it ; but a few weeks after, be heard I had 
got it. Let me pause here. He says, when he went down to Brighton he 
was told I had got it Who told him ? Did Mr. Parker tell him ? Did 
Mr. Wilson tell him ? There was no other person to tell him save Mr. 
Parker or Mr. Wilson. If he is to be regarded as a witness of accuracy, is 
it not strange that a mere conversation with a person who would not have 
deceived him — because it must have come from either Mr. Parker or Mr. 
Wilson — should not have been remembered by him ? Then, he goes on 
to refer to something said by me as to the nature of the trust. With 
regard to the point of when he was at Brighton, Mrs. Seymour has spoken, 
and she is fortified in her recollection by going to the Bnmswick Baths, 
and looking at the books to see. The time we went there and the time he 
called she has stated, and I confirm it — ^that we went there at the beginning 
of the month ; he came a few days after. His visit was before Mr. Parker's. 
Mr. Parker called in the morning, and that was several days before Mr. 
Parker handed me the cheque in Gracechurch street. At the time, he says, 
he left Brighton satisfied no money had passed. Well Jbe might be : it had 
not been advanced. I really call the attention of the Bench to this ; it is 
something more than a mere criticism of his affidavit. It is very strange 
that he should make that assertion, and yet leave Brighton with the impres- 
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sion opposed to the information trhich he says he had obtained. With re- 
gard to another part of this case, I am bouud to make this remark. He 
says that I stated it was all in the hands of Mr. Wilson. Now, / state 
most solemnly that I never said so I and it seemed to strike Sir Frederick 
Slade as strange, that Mr. Wilson knew about it so early. At page 66 
{atUe, p. 168 ), Sir Frederick Slade says : "Oh, Wilson ! Did he mention 
Mr. Wilson's name ? — Yes." Now, of course I cannot speculate, as I 
would wish to do, on what was passing in Sir Frederick Slade*s mind, but 
I might tell the Bench this, that what occurred to me at that time was, it 
seemed strange that I should mention Mr. Wilson's name. It is quite in- 
consistent with the fact. I did not know Mr. Wilson ; I knew nothing of 
Mr. Wilson in this transaction, or any clerk of Mr. Parker's, till a long 
time afterwards, when he was brought, on introduction, to mjr^chambers, 
by Mr. Parker, and, therefore, in that part of the case, there is an inac- 
curacy. Well, Master Eodwell, too, comes in here. Master Rodwell, at 
page 67, asks Mr. WooUett a question. I ask Mr. Woollett, " Have you 

fot any memorandum, or any entry at all, to fix the date of that interview ? 
have none whatever, not even the month. — (By Master Eodwell) : In the 
long vacation, was it not ?" Perhaps that was a little bit of a leading 
qu estion ; well, here is the answer, " I have no recollection." Here is Mr. 
Woollett speaking to a very important interview, and not being able to 
speak to a month, or two, or three of the date ! 

Master Philumore : He says, " If I referred to my afiOidavit, I might 
recollect the month I went down." 

Mr. Seymour : Then the affidavit is shown to him, and it contains no 
date whatever! It is as itnper/ect as his oral testimony I In justice to me 
and Mrs. Seymour (she has twice confirmed it), 1 hope the Bench will give 
the palm of accuracy upon the question to the evidence upon my side, and 
not to Mr. Woollett. However, sir, perhaps I ought not to make too 
much of it, but I ought to call the attention of the Bench to it. At page 
62 (aw^e, p. 166), he says a very strange thing. — '•^ Did anything further paFS 
on that occasion as to the pecuniary position of Mr. Seymour ? Mr. Sey- 
mour said that his brother was a man of considerable wealth ; and he also 
stated that he had ships of his own going from Glasgow, in which he had 
great interest, going to America, and led me to think that at that time he 
had command of large sums of money, but for what purpose I did not 
know." — Now, sir, Mr. Woollett was no sti'anger to me ; he was a visitor 
at my house, very often a guest at my table. He knew my family. I had 
only then, two brothers living ; I have now, I am sorry to say, only one. 
One was a clergyman at St. Luke's, Chelsea ; he was afterwards incumbent 
of Wobum Cl^pel, Bussell Square. Mr. Woollett must have known he 
could not be the brother he says I alluded to. The other brother was two or 
three years older ; he was a civil engineer. Mr. Woollett knew of my posi* 
tion and my family, and he knew I was not then a man of wealth, and I alto- 
gether deny having said so. He knew this brother was not a man of wealth. 
I put three of them to college and paid their expenses, and Mr. Woollett was 
aware of that, and I am very soriy he made the statement. Then, as to 
ships of my own going from Glasgow. I cannot be a shipowner, and I am 
not in any ship company in the world, and it is not likely I would make a 
boast for which I had no foundation and no imagination to rest upon ; and 
I therefore state that he has altogether mixed up me with some one else. 
I never told him I had a brother of considerable wealth, for I never had ; 
and I never told him I had ships of my own going from Glasgow, for I 
never had ! 

Now, at page 63 {pMe, p. 166), I was very sorry to see what Mr. Woollett 
states. " Then, that being so, an action was brought ?*' What does that 
refer to ? I think it refers to the action m this case. — I am not going to 
drag the Bench over the dreary record of the difficulties in which 1 was 
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plunged; they are all mainly attributable to that foolish act of mine, 
though it waa an honourable act of mine, when I took, on the 28th of 
February, those liabilities on myself.* That was the millstone that brought 
nie down. But, sir, with reference to the proceedings in the Bankruptcy 
Court, no doubt I had a number of creditors, and I owed a laryi^e number of 
debts, and I had only one opposing creditor, and that one was Mr. Parker 
himself It appears that Mr. Parker, in a moment of irritation, finding 
himself placed m that schedule (and with r^;ard to that, I was in my 
advisers' hands, who got me through, and they thought it ought to be put 
there ; it was put there, and Mr. Parker was irritated at it) ; so in a moment 
of irritation he would issue a writ against me. It seems a strange cir- 
cumstance in this case, that Mr. Woollett did not pause : he had been, 
for year^Upy friend, and my wife's friend ; and I hope I may say, without 
irreverence, that " m^ own familiar friend^ in wham I trusted, lifted up his 
hed against m^P 1±^ advised these proceedings ; he advised the charge of 
fraud ; he might have left it to Mr. Dodgson or any gentleman at the bar 
to do that ; but knowing something of me and of my private life, I think 
he might have spared me the pain of hitting that blow himself. He gave 
that advice ; in his evidence he stated it, and he said his object was to get 
Mr. Parker paid. I think, when he made this charge he probably thought 
that by making it it would end in a more speedy settlement. Had the 
charge originated in Mr. Parker, it would have been different in every 
sense, but I thought it the hardest feature in this case, that the charge 
which was adopteid should have come from the quarter it did ! 

Now, sir, at page 64 {arUe, p 167), Mr. Woollett is asked by Master 
Bagshawe, " Haa you an interview with Mr. Wright in the month of Jime, 
185S, upon the subject ? The Witness : Yes ; Mr. Wright called at my 
chambers, and I then stated to him the advice I had given to Mr. Seymour. 
I told him the only course I thought he conld pursue. I then stated the 
advice I had given to Mr. Seymour. I said, ' My opinion is, that the best 
thing that can be done will be to withdraw your pleas ; at the same time, 
of course, you know the consequences of so doing.* " Then he goes on, 
"Mj. Parker would accept of nothing but the withdrawal of the pleas to 
the whole declaration. I stated to Mr. Wright what I had stated to Mr. 
Seymour ; and certainly, from first to last, I had distinctly understood 
that the pleas were withdrawn to the whole declaration. — (By Master 
Bagshawe) : Then, if Mr. Wright should assert that you told him that 
those pleas were withdrawn upon a distinct understanding that every im- 
putation against Mr. Seymour would be withdrawn, is tlmt an, inaccurate 
irepresentation ? It is most distinctly untrue." — Now, sir, the Bench have 
had before them Mr. Wright. He comes, of course, standing here on the 
one hand in a particular relation to me, in a near relationship, as my wife's 
father ; on the other, in a painful position upon which I need not say more. 
We have not spoken to each other for a long time ; and the first time I 
}iad spoken to him for several years was when he was before this Bench. 
He had offered to make a statutory declaration in lieu of his evidence, but 
he came here and gave evidence, and I refer to that evidence, because it, 
in a distinct and unequivocal manner, contradicts Mr. Woollett. It does 
niore. This Bench will — I am sure, they must — bear in mind the position 
I was placed in. I married Mr. Wright's daughter. When this difficulty 
arose, she volunteered to go and see her father. My wife having seen Mr. 
WooUett, she went and saw her father at his hotel, and Mr. Wright stated 
that after that he saw Mr. Woollett ; and he has, in the most distinct and 
solemn manner stated, that he was assured that if I withdrew those pleas, 
every imputation would be withdrawn too ; and he goes further— ana the 

♦ In the Waller Company. 
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Bench will not forget when they oome to jud^e of me in the matter — that 
he advised my wife to induce me to withdraw the pleas. Now, sir, I ask the 




am sure tl^e Bench will not forget that circumstauce ; bat let me say this, 
it is not a new thought. Mr. Linklater's clerk, reading from his diary, 
has an entry of the 7th June, in which it is stated, I communicated to him 
an arrangement m>ade by my father-in-law with Mr. WooUett ; and, therefore, 
an entry appears there on record, which, in time and circumstances, is 
entirely corroborative of what Mr. Wright has stated. 

Well, sir, a question is asked here about a representation ma|le by Mr, 
WooUett to me, with regard to this matter of Mr. Parker's, not very long 
ago. Now^ sir, I have already told the Bench what happened, and the 
Bench will judge from the circumstances whether I stated what was or 
was not absolutely true. # •* # ♦ 

(Master Treasitrbr) : Mr. Se3anour, it may be convenient for you to 
know that Mr. Hudson is noMr here, and I do not know how much longer 
you intend to be. 

Mr. Seymour : If you would allow me to make one or two more obsei;- 
rations, I shall have done with the witnesses for the Bench,* Mr. WooUett 
was asked where was this conversation ? " Was it at Brighten ? It was 
at your own lodgings, at the baths, and I came down te you. I think I 
asked you to supper ? I met you. However, I did invite you in to supper ? 
No." It is not a very great point, but, undoubtedly, he came to supper, 
and it is strange that he should deny it. « « « 

Those are the observations I have to make here to the Bench with re- 
gard to Mr. Barker's case. As to a charge of fraud against me, I do 
not think that can be sustained. The question of breach of trust is the 
only one that can arise. AU the probabilities of human Ufe are against it ! 
There are statemente inconsistent, every witness's, one with the other, and 
I say that in Parker's case there must be a Nonsuit^ even though I had not 
rebutted it by evidence of my own ! I should like to postpone my remarks 
upon that. 

Master Treasurer : Shall we adjourn hearing that tiU the evidence is 
finished ? Mr. Seymour says he wUl pause at this period now. 

[Mr. Seymour did not resume his summing up of Parker's case, as he 

was represented at the next meeting by Mr. Lush.] 

♦ * # * ♦ * # 

[15th Meeting,'pp. 26 to 67.] 

MR LUSH'S SPEECH. 

[Mr. Lush, in his address to the Benchers, dealt with tiie three cases in 
order of time, taking " Robertson's" first, ** Coutts's" next, and " Ptoker's" 
last. This wiU expUiin the abrupt opening of his remarks.] 

Master Grekkb : I assure Mr. Lush every attention has been paid to 
the case ; and, so far from assuming anything against Mr. Seymour, my 
personal feeling is that every assumption has been made in his favour. 
And, therefore, I am disposed to think that every dispassionate feeUnfif 
should be exercised on this case ; and I move that Mr. Lush proceed wim 
the third case. 

Mr. Lush : I have every reason to thank you, from first to last, for your 
attention ; but I cannot say that every assumption has been made in Mr. 
Seymour's favour. 

Now, sir, I wiU address you upon the evidence of ^. Parker as it stands, 

^ Mr. Seymour used this expression undesignedly, but it reads very naturally 
now. 

28 



^^^ MR, DIGBY SEYMOCB's VINDICATION. 

and address you upon the assumption that you are trying Mr. Seymour on 
evidence against him as a person accused, and against whom you must find 
the charge proved before you fiiid him guilty. On that assumption, there- 
fore, I shall proceed to address you on the evidence given in Mr. Parker's 
case. 

Now, that evidence divides itself evidently into two branches : first of 
all, as it bears upon the original transaction — ^the primary evidence in the 
matter ; and, secondly, the evidence on which a great deal of unnatural 
stress has been laid — that which I may call the evidence of an admission 
by Mr. Seymour in the subsequent proceedings against him, admission of 
his guilt in the previous transaction. It is necessary to keep the two 
entirely distinct : first of all, liie evidence against Mr. Seymo\ir to prove 
what is alleged ; and, secondly, his own admission of his guilt as charged. 

Now, sir, what is the charge against him in Mr. Parker's case ? That 
was the subject of the first meeting of the Bench, and it is stated by 
Master Bagahawe at page fi of the first meeting {ante p. 81). Towards the 
end of that paffe it is stated : — " The transaction in question commenced in 
the sunmier of 1855, in Juhr. [Mr. Lush proceeded to read the opening 
statement of the charge bv ifr. Bagshawe.] 

Now, before I come to the evidence, it would be as well to state what Mr. 
Seymour's account of the transaction is. It is found in the second meeting, 
page 4 (ante, p. 88). Mr. Seymour states the origin of his connection and 
interest in this patent. There had been some inquiry before a committee 
of the House of Commons, into the merits of this particular patent. There 
had been a company attempted to be formed, and a gentleman of the name 
of Captain Greene had acquired an interest in this patent. Then Mr. 
Seymour says— [Mr. Lush read a long extract from Mr. Seymour's * Ex- 
planation'] {ante p. 90). 

Well, now, sir, the charge on the part of Mr. Parker is this : — " You, 
Sevmour, told me you could purchase for ^1,000 Beniowski's printing 
scheme. You agreed that you and I should each deposit -£500 to lie at 
5 per cent, interest, till I could make up my mind whether I would go halves 
m the purchase or not. I ultimately declined to join, and asked for my 
money back." Mr. Seymour*8 answer is — " I was about to start a company 
m order to work Beniowskl^s printing scheme. It was necessary to ex- 
pend £1,000 in that ; and you agreed to pay half to me for the purpose. 
Then, ^500 was put into my hands. Part of it was spent for the expenses 
of forming that company. I was ready to spend the whole, but before that 
company was formed you revoked and got out of the concern." Now, then, 
sir, let us see how the evidence supports that one way or the other. Mr. 
Parker's evidence is at the next meeting, page 4 (aTUe, p. 118). 

Now, upon Mr. Parker's evidence I venture to make this observation 
before I be^n to read it. Mr. Parker is a gentleman whose mind is cer- 
tainly not the strongest now. What the cause may be it is unnecessary to 
refer to ; but from the evidence he gave here the first time I attended, it 

MUST BE EVIDENT TO TOU NO SERIOUS CHARGE CAN BE RESTED ON Mr. 

Parker's evidence alone ; and Mr. Parker has not any particular recol- 
lection of the matter ; but he has some letters of his own which he wrote 
in an after stage of the transaction. Those letters appear to have been 
impressed on his emaciated mind ; he has got a deep impression derived 
from those letters ; and it is from those letters alone he derived the im- 
pression he conveyed to you. You mil find through the whole evidence he 
does not refer to the impression on his ovm mind at the time for a single 
fact, but only to documents which he wrote after a time when he had beeu 
attacked by an illness of a character I need not refer to. In page 80 
{ante, p. 118), you will obaei-ve that in the examination Mr. Parker's atten- 
tion is not called at all to the origin of the transaction ; but he is referred 
to the cheque, and then asked backwards on what occasion that cheque 
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was given* — "Look at the cheque. — I think that was drawn, sir, in 
London— in Bishopsgate Street, or Gracechurch Street, I think. Grace- 
church Street ? — At a stationer's shop there. "Who was present when it 
was drawn ? — Mr. Digby Seymour. Was any person else present ? — The 
stationer himself. Was any person of the name of Hudson present ? — No. 
For what consideration did you draw that cheque ? Under what circum- 
stances, and for what consideration ?" Now, obviously, the best course 
would have been to begin, after that statement had been made, to show 
what arrangement he entered into with Mr. Seymour. " For what con- 
sideration did you draw that cheque ? Under what circumstances, and 
for what consideration ? — It was to be paid as a deposit into a bank, and I 
was to receive 5 per cent, interest for it until I could make up my mind 
about a scheme that Mr. Digby Seymour had mentioned to me. About 
what ? — About Major Beniowski's patent. It was to remain in a bank, 
you say ? — ^Yes. Ajid you were to receive interest at 6 per cent, until you 
could make up your mind to enter into a scheme called Beniowski's 
printing patent V* Now, it occurred to one of the members of the Bench 
that there was no bank in which it could be placed at a sum of 5 per cent, 
interest. The British Bank, as other banks, paid interest according to 
the value of money at the time, but not to stajid at a settled interest of 
5 per cent. " Had Mr. Seymour any connection with Beniowski's patent ? 
—I believe he had ; he seemed interested about it, and talked to me a 
great deal about it. Now, then, just state what narrative you have to 
give with reference to this transaction." Now, I beg attention to the 
answer to this question. He is asked to give an account of the origin of 
it. « Well, sir, it is very simple and very short ; it is on the records." 

Master Sir F. W. Sladb : On the records ! 

Mr. Lush : On the records. Ask any lawyer, or ask any one, if a 
witness is asked, six years after the transaction, a question on the matter, 
and you receive for answer, "It is on the records," whether that is 
evidence. We know how the records were framed, and who suggested the 
frame of them, " It is on the records. To what records do you refer ?— 
I refer to the whole of the pleadings. You had better tell the story.'* 
" You are the plaintiff in the action that was brought ?— I was." Then 
he adds, " I am not here (excuse me for saying so) as being a party to the 
inquiry, with any vindictive feeling towards Mr. Seymour, but in 
accordance with the wish of the Benchers." Then, "Tell us the sub- 
stance of the stoiy. — T will tell you the substance. I have got one of my 
men here who knows more about it." It is quite manifest that his mind 
was not capable of going back to the origin of the transaction. The man 
whom he appeals to is the man Wilson, who is afterwards called. Mr. 
Parker's own mind is not capable of going back to it. First of all, he 
appeals to the pleadings, as conveying an account of the facts, and then^ 
when he is pressed, he refers to one of his own men, who, he says, knows 
more about it than he does ! " I met Mr. Digby Seymour, on the intro- 
duction of Mr. Woollett. He was the chairman of the Protestant Asso- 
ciation. And we went to his chambers, and I was introduced to him by 
Mr. Woollett, who wanted to sell the office ; and we went there, I being 
the vice-chairman of the Law Union, and we had some negotiations as to 
the purchase. That was my first introduction to Mr. Digby Seymour, 
and afterwards we met, and I met him at Brighton, and called upon him 
at Brighton, and we came up in the train together, and talked about this 
scheme. I knew he was a member of the bar, and a gentleman. And he 

♦ The unfekimeBS of this course was the more obvious, because Mr. Seymour's 
•' Explanation " preceded Mr. Parkers evidence ; and Mr. Parker then appeared 
in support of a charge which he himself, by his acts and letters, showed he did, 
not believe to be true i 
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asked me whether I shonld like to join this patent matter, and he talked 
iinmensely about it ; and I went into this stationer's shop, and drew him 
the cheque, and gave him the £500 to be put into the bank." His mind 
appears to be a perfect blank as to what occurred in the matter until he 
^ent into the shop and gave him the cheque for ;05OO. ** It was to bear 
interest at 5 per cent, and I was to look and inquire into the matter ; and 
he sent me a Blue Book, and I looked into it. It was before a Parlia- 
mentary Committee ; and when I looked into the scheme, I did not like 
it. 1 did not think it was a scheme I could at all ally myself with ; ^d 
I have got a copy of a letter here that I wrote to him on the subject 
(which, with the permission of the Benchers, I will read), on the 10th of 
I>ecember, 1856." Now, you know the transaction occurred in the month 
of August ; and you know, from what took place, a great deal of cor^ 
respondence, between that tiine and the 10th of December, passed. But 
his mind is a blank on it ; he is incapable of going further back, and he 
take* hi» whole impresHon from what is gtated in that lett&r. That letter J 
shall have to refer to in its order by-and-by ; but that is the one in which 
he dwells upon it. ^ The printing scheme will not do for me, and I 
should be glad to receive the money which I deposited with the bank, 
and the interest upon it, and perhaps you would be good enough to send 
to me the deposit note," Then tJie Question is put to him, " Did you 
place or intend to place the money under the control of Mr. Seymour 1— 
No, sir, certainly not ; for it was to be placed in the bank as a guarantee 
to Major Beniowski that I meant, if the scheme was a good one, I would 
undertake to be a partner in it;" You will observe there is not one word 
in his evidence up to this moment, nor does he seem to be conscious of it, 
that anything was said about a company to be formed. Beniowski wanted 
no guarantee, nor was it for the purchase of Beuiowski*s patent. It was 
to form a company for the working of the patent in which Captain Greene 
was interested, who represented Major Beniowski. 

[Mr. Lush then read several extracts from Mr. Parker's evidence, com* 
menting on his inconsistencies and vagueness, pp. 432 to 434, ante, pp. 120 
to 130.T 

Well, then, in the other answers he refers generally to the docimients, 
is he has indeed throughout, as a person who has no independent memory 
on the transaction. At the end of page 25 (ante, p. 132), the question is asked 
of him — " Do you not know that ope of the condition^ made by me was^ 
that if I expended ^1,000 within three months from the time I made the 
arraugement with Greene in August, I should have 673 proprietors' shares 
i)i the undertaking ? Well, I do not know whether it was so or not ; we 
iiever entered into that ; we never signed a subscription deed ; what 
amount of shares.*' Then, Mr. Seymour, " !rhe question I asked you wasj 
whether you knew that I was expected to have 673 proprietors' shares, 
in consideration of my expending ^1,000 ? No ; certainly not in coUf 
sideration of that ; you would be liable to all the subscribers of the company^ 
I did not answer the questioji at once.— You did not 1 Did you not expect 
that, at some time or other, if the thing went on, in retuni for your £500, 
you were to have half of 673 proprietors shares ? I was to have my shares, 
Vhat^ver it was, if it went on. Were you to have half my interest ? No* 
-T-You were not ? Certainly not." — Then, in the next answer, he adheres 
to that. Well, then, he is referred to a memorandum in Captain Greene's 
handwritijig. 

Then, on pagp 2^, he is asked whether he ever expressed himself to 
Mr. 3eymour, ** to the efect that if £1,000 was spent by Mr. Seymour, that 
£1,000 was to form a charge upon Captain Greene's interest." That he 
denies. 

Mj*. LysH : Well, now, sir, he is referred to a letter on which I shall 
havf some observations to make hy-and-by, which is ^ireiy, I submit to 
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joUfinconnstefUteitk his own evidence; but the general effect and character 
of his testimony is, that Mr. Parker is a man who has no reliance at all 
on his recoUeotion of the effect at the time produced on his mind. He is a 
man certainly not in a vigorous state of mind. Whatever he says is an 
appeal to the documents he wrote months after the transactions occurred) 
and after a fit of illness — after his mind had been impressed with a 
notion that he was entitled to have his ;£500 back. He is, therefore, not 
a person who speaks from his recollection, but his testimony is only an ap 
peal to the documents written some time after the occurrences in question. 
Now, his derk Wilson was a person who was brought early into the 
transaction. Wilson, on page 42 of the printed report of the same day 
(ante, p. 155), speaking now about his recollection, is asked whether he is 
aware of the transaction regarding the ;£500. He is then asked whether 
he could fix the date of his first interview with Mr. Se3rmonr. He answers, 
I' I could by reference to the affidavit which I made ; I do not remember 
it." He is then referred to the affidavit, and that affidavit fixes it in 
September. Yon will find out afterwards he was engaged in it long 
before that, and very shortly after the money was advanoea. He admits^ 
however, in page 43, that he had gone through the deed ; that he' had 
been to Mr. Sladen, the solicitor for the printing firm ; that he had long 
interviews with Captain Greene at the Keform Club and elsewhere ; and 
he (Captain Greene) had shown him boxes of types, and so on. Now, I 
think that is all until he comes to what I call the second branch of tiie 
matter — ^the admission. 

Well, now, sir, in this particular matter it happens that the oorrespon* 
dence throws a very strong, and, I submit to you, a very satisfactory, light 
upon this matter — that is, the correspondence and the contemporary docu- 
ments. I have mentioned to you, if you refer to Mr* Parker's memory^ 
you have no account at all of the original transaction. His account of it 
begins with his own letter, written after he had determined to recall the 
money if he could. Wilson, his clerk's, evidence is confined to the time 
when he was a party to the recalling of the money. Now, the correspon- 
dence which is set out, which you wtHH find in the Second Meeting, in Mr* 
Seymour's opening, page 16 {ante, p» 100), I must refer you to. You will 
remember Mr. Seymour's account of the transaction — ^that he had arranged 
with Captain Greene to endeavour to get up a company for the working of 
this patent, upon which Xl,000 was to be expended, and that Mr. Pancer 
had agreed to advance his ^500, along with Mr. Seymour's ;^500, to be 
spent in preliminary expenses, and Mr. Parker to be solicitor to the com- 
pany. The cheque had been given on the 17th of August, 
llaster O^Maujet : The 16th, it may have been given. 
Mr. Lush ; Just so. Now, then, Mr. Parker says he was not at all con** 
cemed about the law business, nor about being solicitor to the company. 
The first letter is, '' Mv dear Sir," 27th of August. '' Many thanks for 
your note. I am very glad to hear that all matters have progressed so 
satisfactorily. I could meet you to-morrow (Tuesday), at 45, Pedl Mall, at 
one o'clock, £astem Counties' Railway permitting; I am very sorry to 
hear ctf the illness of your baby, and both Mrs. Parker and myself trust 
that A&s. Seymour and yourself are relieved now from anxiety upon the 
isubjectL I am sure that you and I shall have no difficulty. The law 
business, as well as all matters, must be in as few hands as possible." 
Now, that is the letter of a gentleinan who evidently was engaged, or 
thought he was engaged, in a speculation in which he would have some 
interest in the law business ; but he denies, in his evidence, if you re- 
knember, that he had any such wish, or even expressed stich an opinion / 
The letter imports here that he had an interest in something — ^in a specula^ 
tion which involved the law business. He says, '* The law business, as well 
ms all matters, must be in as few hands as possible. We must keep th# 
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aecrei, as much as possible, to oorselyes. With a few we can act unitedly. 
With many cooks the broth will be spoilt." Now, I submit to you, that 
is the letter of a person who was, at that very time, interested in the specu- 
lation. It is not the letter of a person wno had merely put £500 into 
another person's hands, to be hereafter used in the purchase of, or in a 
joint speculation in, a patent, if he should hereafter approve of it, but it is 
the let^r of a person who was at that time interested in the matter, and 
who had it in contemplation to have a large share of the concern, and who 
was to have something to do with the law business in the concern. Then, 
on page 17, the next pa^e, there is another letter, in order to understand 
which, you must remember Mr. Seymour's statement, that they were very 
anxious that the patent should be taken out for Scotland as well. 

Master O'Mallet : Whom is this from ? 

Mr. LosH : This is also from Mr. Parker. " My dear Sir, — I hope you 
got on well yesterday. Scotland is a Hne qud nouy and I do not at all like 

fiving up Ireland. We ought to have the entire of the patents strictly. 
t shoula be clearly understood, that the Irish patent should be confined 
to Ireland, and that we are to be limited in no other way. Mr. Greene 
must be made to understand that you do not in any way wish to take 
advantage of him, but to do the best you can for him, so far as is con- 
sistent with your own interest I am sm^ for mtbelf, I wish him to 
have every benefit from the patent, and by working it with us, I am 
satisfied he will best secure his own interest. There must be confidence ; 
he must confide in us, as we shall do in him. There must not be any 
lurking suspicion." 

Now, there again, I appeal to those words as showing Mr. Parker was 
at that time interested actually in the matter, interested with Mr. Seymour, 
and interested in a matter in which Captain Greene was concerned. It is 
not ike language of a man who intend^, if he should afterwards think fit, 
to take an interest in the patent, but of a man Who had at that time an 
interest in it. '^ Mr. Greene must be made to understand that you do not 
in any way wish to take advantage of him, but to do the best you can for 
him, so far as is consistent with your own interest." 

Now, there is the memorandum of agreement with Captain Greene, 
which I should have called your attention to : it is in a later meeting. I 
called your attention to the fact that Mr. Seymour had entered into an 
•^reement with Captain Greene. I think it is set out on page 49 of the 
lliird Meeting. 
. Mr. Sethour : It is page 39 of the Seventh Meeting. 

Master O'Mallbt : It was referred to then. 

Mr. Lush : But at page 49 of the Third Meeting (ante, p. 159), before I 
come to that, vou will fiud in Mr. Wilson's evidence this : Mr. Wilson 
says, " That a oraft proposed agreement for establishing the company was 
drawn up:" It was placed by Mr. Parker in his hands, Mr. Parker stating 
that he was not in good healm. '' I place that in your hands, and you look 
it through, and see how it can be worked out." 

Master Sir P. W. Sladb : Mr. Parker put it in Mr. Wilson's hands 1 

Mr. Lush : Mr. Parker had placed the agreement in the hands of his 
clerk, Mr. Wilson, and desired him to look it through, and see how it could 
be worked out. Then at the Seventh Meeting— 

Master Grsenb : The last reference is in the Third Meeting. 

Mr. Lush : The Third Meeting. Then at page 361 (red ink) is the draft 
of the heads of agreement. The date of that agreement, I thmk, is stated 
by Captain Greene to be somelvhere about the 20th of August, I think ; 
but by that 

Master Karslakb : The 18th of August, page 352 {ante, p. 172). 

Mr. IrusH : By that, " Seymour undertakes to find ^61,000 for preliminary 
expenses of Qompd,ny, directors, &c. Messrs. Parker to be solicitors, and 
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give all possible support. Seymour to share equally with J. G. the re- 

maining twenty-seven shares, with all shares given up by , 

, &c^ and also aU benefits arising from the company." 

Master O'Mallet : Is that the agreement of which Mr. Wilson had the 
settlement 7 

Mr. LusB : That is the agreement with Captain Qreene — the draft 
agreement Wilson is speaking of foUows upon that. But by that you 
will find that Mr. Seymour had agreed to find £1,000 for establishing 
the company, that Mr. Parker was to be solicitor, and give all possible 
support; that Seymour was to have a lien upon J. G.*s share of the 
English patents for ;£l,000. So that shortly after the cheque was given, 
Mr. Seymour had, in fact, entered into the arrangement with Greene by 
which he was to expend il,000 for preliminary expenses ; by which he 
stipulated that Mr. Parker was to be the solicitor, and give all possible 
support ; by which the Scotch and other patents were to pay a royalty ; 
and by which he was to have a lien on Captain Greene s share of tlie 
English patents for the j£l,000 which was to be expended. 

Master Sir F. W. Sladb : Mr. Lush, I never could understand what that 
meant, that Mr. Seymour was to have a lien on Captain Greeners shares. 
What does it mean ? If it did not turn out to be profitable the shares 
were worthless. Can you explain the meaning of the words, *^ Seymour tp 
have a lien upon J. G.'s share of the English patents for ;£l,000 r 

Mr. Lush : It is an understanding between you, Greene, and myself, that a 
company should be formed to work Beniowski's patent. You have sdready 
bought a large share in Beniowski's patent. I will expend £1,000 in form- 
ing a company ; if it is formed, we shall have the benefit ; if not, the 
j£l,000 is to be a charge on Greene's share. 

Master Sir F. W. Slade : If it is worthless it would be expended. 

Mr. Lush : It may be valuable ; but, whatever may be its value, I will 
risk £1,000 to form a company. If it answers, well and good ; if it does 
not 

Master Sir F. W. Slade : Yon shall mortgage me your shares. 

Mr. Lush : You shall mortgage me your interest in the patents into 
whatever hands they may come. Then we find Portly after that the agree- 
ment referred to in Mr. Wilson's evidence was prepiu*ed. Now, I submit 
to you, it is impossible to reconcile the fact, that Mr. Wilson himself, then 
representing Mr. Parker, actually settled that agreement ; ii is impossible 
to reconcile the fact of the dauses of the agreement which he settled with either 
Mr, Parker's view, or the view Mr, Wilson put h^&re you. 

Master O'Mallet : What is the date of the agreement which you say 
was settled ? 

Mr. Lush : I believe it was the 22nd, but do not take it, sir^ till I have 
ascertained. 

Master Monk : The agreement is in Captain Greene's handwriting, and 
it has no date. Page 352, 1 think, you are referring to % 

Mr.'Lusu : That is the one I refer to. Mr. Seymour says the agree- 
.ment between him and Captaia Greene was the 18th of August. Page 352. 

Master Q-Malley : Have we anywhere the date of the other agreement? 

Master Chambers : Yes : the 24th of August. 

Mr. Lush : Yes, we have. 

Mr. SsTMouB : The draft is not set out at all ; it is in, but it is not set 
out. 

Mr. Lush : Will you allow me to see it ? 

Mr. Seymour : There is a short extract, but it is not set out. 

Mr. Lush : I think you have got it. Master Greene. 

Master Greene : The Treasurer may have it, but I have not got it. 

Master Monk : "I signed it after I had got Mr. ^*s letter.'' That 

is dated August 23rd. 
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Mr. Sbtmoub : There were two Agreements between me and Captain 
Oreene, one less detailed than this, and he refers to that in his letter after 
Mr. gave his consent This formal one is here referred to. 

Mr. Lush : ^ 1 ttated there was an agreement previous of the 18th of 
August." ''After that I signed the other agreement." Have you any 
idea where that draft is ? 

Master Gri£EKE : Mr. Se3rmour says : " I stated there was an agreement 
previous of the I8th of August, and I believed Captain Greene ought to 
nave it." 

Mr. Seymour : It has been put in. 

Master O' Mallet : I am sure there is on the shorthand writer's notes 
the agreement with Captain Greene. I have it on my notes. 

Master Karslakb : The more formal one 1 

Mr. Lush : That I do not see. What I am now on is the draft of what 
was to be the purport of the ultimate deed between Mr. Parker — ^rather 
between Mr. Eagar, as representinir Mr. Seymour and Mr. Parker — ^and 
Captain Greene ; which draft Mr. Parker gave to Mr. Wilson, his derk, to 
settle. 

Master 0*Mallet : Yes ; well, that the Under Treasurer would have. 

Mr. Lush : Well, it is that which I am very anxious the Bench should 
see, because there is a very important clause in that which Mr. Wilson 
himself settled, which will show 

Master Chambers : The passage is at page 352. 

Master Greene : Yes ; but he does not produce it. 

Mr. Seymour : Well, I produced it — ^see page 23 of my statement. 
Second Meeting — '' Now, here is the draft deed. 

Master O'Mallby : Well, you know Mr. Wilson took away a great many 

Eapers when he was here some time ago, and it is very possible he may 
ave taken that too. Now, if you lode to page 351, 1 think you will find 
the whole of the agreement of Mr. Seymour's. 

Mr. Lush : No ; that is not the one I refer to. That is the agreement 
between Mr. Seymour and Captain Greene. Pkurdon me, that is not the 
one I refer to. 

Master O'M alley : I thought there was some doubt whether we had 
found that agreement. 

Mr. Lush : After Mr. Parker had given him the cheque for ^500, Mr. 
Seymour enters into an agreement with Captain Greene to spend £1,000, 
and agrees that Mr. Parker shall be solicitor. Now, what I want to caJl 
your attention to is, that, with a view to defining the interests of all par- 
ties in relation to the proprietary shares in the new company, a di^t of a 
formal deed is prepared subsequently. Mr. Parker appoints Wilson, his 
clerk, to look over it ; Mr. £agar representing by it both Mr. Parker and 
Mr. Seymour. As Mr. Seymour says, that draft is sent to Mr. Parker for 
approval Now, obviously, Mr. Parker would have nothing to do with 
that draft if Mr. Parker was not at that time a party concerned in it. Mr. 
Seymour says, " You, Mr. Parker, agreed to put down your £500 towards 
the preliminary expenses of the company, and you were to be solicitor, and 
YOU were to have half of my share of the interest I should have from Cap- 
tain Greene in that patent." Well, when the draft comes to be prepared, 
Mr. Seymour's explanation is, which is highlv probable, that Mr. Parker 
says it would not do for him, being a large shareholder, to appear as soli- 
citor. Mr. Seymour did not want his name to appear as a party possess- 
ing a large number of shares ; and therefore Mr. Eagar was put down as 
the party representing both. The point is, that that draft deed was sent 
to Mr. Parker for him to pemse, and still the fact of its being sent to him 
shows that he was supposed to have an interest in that agreement. Wilson 
— ^to whom Mr. Parker had deputed the matter, Mr. Parker being laid up 
— settles the whole of it, and Wilson alters one particular stipulatiosu 
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Now, observe what that stipulation is. It is in page 41, red ink (ante, 
p. 99). Eagar is put down as the party representing 673 shares. There 
was a clause in the deed—" That the said H. T. Eagar, his executors, ad- 
ministrators, or assigns, shall and will forthwith, at his or their own 
expense, and by all usual and proper means, use his best endeavours to 
establish a company for the working of the said patents and inventions, 
and to procure the whole of the shares in the capital of the said company 
to be taken up by responsible and solvent persons, and shall and will, for 
the purpose of establishing such company out of his and their own proper 
moneys, expend not less than £1,000 sterling." You will observe ttiat is 
for the purpose of establishing such company. Then Mr. Wilson strikes 
out the words " and to procure the whole of the shares in the capital of the 
said company to be taken up by responsible and solvent persons,'* and in 
settling that deed on behalf of his principal, Mr. Wilson puts his pen 
through those Words, and will not have that ; and there is in the margin, 
in Mr. Wilson's handwriting — " l^his clause is unnecessary, and contrary 
to the imderstanding between the parties." 

Master Greene : That is in Mr. Wilson's handwriting ? 

Mr Lush i That is in Mr. Wilson's handwriting, in settling the draft. 
No^^^ to that Mr. Seymour is not a party by name, nor Mr. Parker by 
name, and Mr* Parker says, " he had no interest in it ;" but the draft is 
settled by Mr. Wilson for Mr. Parker as hamng an interest in it^ and he 
strikes out the stipulation that he^ Eagar, shall " proeure the Whole of thef 
shares in the capital of the said company to be taken up by responsible and 
solvent persons !" 

Now, if you refer back to the letter of Mr. Parker which I read a little 
While ago, at page 16, you will see how exactly that tallies with Mr, 
Parker's own view. Mr. Parker says, in that letter of the 27th of August, 
^'The law business, as well as all matters, must be in as few hands as pos- 
sible. We must keep the secret as much as possible to ourselves. With 
a few we can act unitedly* With many cooks the broth will be spoilt." 

Master (XMali/BT : Is there any datei of the time Mr. Wilson got it ? It 
is very important to know what that is. 

Mr. Lush : I think we shall find it at page 40, in red ink {ante, p. 98). 
There is a letter from Mr. Sladen, the solicitor of Captain Greene, dated 
8th of September, 1855. " Dear Sir,— Printing Patents. I send you draft 
agreemetit for perusal." If you remember, Mr. Wilson says he was in 
correspondence with Mr. Sladen. " 8th of ^September. Dear 8ir, — I send 
you draft agreement for perusal. I think the mode I have adopted of 
showing the interest of all parties the simplest. The schedule must not be 
taken as quite perfect, because I do not know at present whether the 
several parties interested '^l make the concessions 1 have assumed, but 
no doubt they will. You and Mr. Parker should covenant to guarantee 
the performance by Mr. Eagar of his portion of the arrangement."^ That 
is the one by which Eagar agreed to expend j£l,000. " This may be done 
by a simple endorsements The agreement between yourself and Greene 
should be signed simultaneously^ You Will, perhaps, prepare this in a 
short form, and send it to me when you return the other drafts. I do not 
know what the terms of arrangement are. I shall be absent till Friday 
next. After Monday, in Wales. The draft must be submitted to 
Beniowski, and there must be an arrangement with him as to the 200 
ordinary shares." Now, you see that that letter from Mr. Sladen, who was 
the solicitor for Captain Greene, shows that the draft was sent on that 
day, on the 8th of September ; that that draft made Eagar a party, as re- 
presenting Mr. Panker and Mr. Seymour ; that Mr. Sladen knew that Mr. 
Parker and Mr. Seymour were interested, and desired that they would 
endorse on the agreement a covenant for the performance by Eagar of his 
agreement. Mr. Wilson settles it on behalf of Mr. Parker, and strikes out 

29 
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the clause which binds the parties to sell the shares to responsible persons/ 
because Mr. Wilson knew tnat tiiis wa« not what Mr. Seymour was bound 
to do under his contract with Greene, and he leaves in the agreement the 
condition that £1,000 are to be expended in fireliminary expenses* 

Well, now, that shows, as I submit to you, that Mr. Parker was dealt with 
as a person who had an existing interest with Mr. Seymour, who knew that 
preliminary expenses must be incurred before any company could be 
formed, and that £\fiOO should be spent on preliminary expenses ; and that 
Eagar, whom they now seek to repudiate, was a party representing both. 

Well, now then, you go on to the 17th of October. I think there is one 
letter in which Mr. Parker speaks about their going to Bow Street. 

Master Grkene) : Do you mean the 31dt of October ? 

Mr. Seymour : Yes ; page 27 (<Tn^«, p. 102). 

Mr. Lush : 46 (red ink) :— **31st of October, 1855. My Dear Sir, — 
Many thanks for your letter. I am still quite incapable of attending to 
business. I told Mr. Wilson to call upon you to-day, and I hope he has 
been able to eee you. If he has not, he can come to you, and talk over all 
mattera relating to Bow-street, as respects the house, the carrying on the 
works, the employment of the present and any other assistants, and, gene- 
rally, the arrangements with Mr. Greene." Now, is that letter at all con* 
sistent with Mr. Parker's notion that he had nothing whatever to do with 
the matter at this time ? or that he deposited his money only till he made 
up his mind whether he would have anything to do witii it ? and that when 
he made up his mind 

Master O'Mallet : Did not his making up his mind depend upon the 
terms upon which it was to be assigned ? 

Mr. Lush : That is not the way he put it at all. The way he put it 
before you was this : I was to pay £500 towards the purchase of half of 
Beniuwski's patent ; and I deposited that money till I made up my mind 
whether I would carry out that arrangement or not. Here he is shown to 
settle an agreement — or, a month before, his clerk settles a deed — and here 
he ifi interiering in the empl(mnent of assistants, and, generally, in the 
arrangements with Greene. !Now, the aspect of that letter is, I submit to 
you, df a person who knows that he has an tnterest, not in the purchase of 
a simple moiety of a patent to be worked by him, but that which Mr. Sej- 
mour states, viz., t/ie getting ^P^ ^^ company^ in which preliminary 
expenses would be incurred. Tnis contemplates the employment of 
assistants. 

Then there is a letter before that of the 17th of October, which ex- 
pressly recognises the fact that the £1,000 were to be expended. It is on 
page 104, the Third Meeting {ante, p. 134). Now this, you remember, is 
subsequently to the period when Mr. Wilson had settled the draft which 
stipulated that £1,000 was to be expended by Eagar in getting up the com- 
pany. The letter is the 17th of October. In August, you will remember, 
Mr. Seymour had entered into the agreement to spend £1,000 with Caj> 
tain Greene. In September Mr. wSson had settled the draft agreement^ 
by which it was covenanted that Eagar was to spend £1,000 ; and on the 
17th of October we find Mr. Parker writing in these terms : — ^''My dear 
Sir, — The £1,000 is to ble a charge upon the share of Mr. Greene in the 
patent, provided the company is not established, and the £1,000 is ex^ 
pended. Mr. Greene and yourself are to give to Major Beniowski 200 of 
the public's shares, paid up, tied up, as the patent shares are, or to give 
200 patent shares without the profits. As to Bow-street, Mr. Greene says 
there is a debt of £260 upon it, and he proposes to pay half of it out of 
the £500 he is to receive. There is no lease of the houfie, but one ean be 



<» 



* And yet Mr. Wilson in his evidence said be had no idea who was to pay the 
preUminary expeoiBeg ! ! !*' 
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had." Now, it is impoasible, I snbmit to you, to put any other meaning on 
this letter than that which Mr. Seymour says really represented the trans- 
action. What does Mr. Parker mean by '^the Jl,000 is to be a charge 
upon the share of Mr. Greene in the patent, provided the company is not 
established, and tlie £1,000 is expended ?'* It is clear from this that the 
£1,000 was to be expended by somebody for a purpose, but which would 
yet possibly fall short of establishing a company. " The £1,000." You 
remember, this is after the draft was settleil which stipulated that Eagar 
was to spend £1,000, and after the agreement with Captain Greene made 
by Seymour that he would spend £1,000 ; and it entirely accords with that 
agreement to which Master Slade referred, that if the company was not 
formed, Captain Greene was to give a lien on his share. '^Ihe £1,000 is 
to be a charge on the share of JV&. Greene in the patent, provided the com- 
pany is not established, and the £1,000 is expended." Well, now, the £1,000 
there must represent — ^tbere is no other possible solution of it — the fund 
which was to be compounded of the £500 of Mr. Parker and the £500 of 
Mr. Se3anoui\ It wa« in contemplation that that would be expended in 
the formation of the company, that, after all, it might fail, and that, in case 
it should &il, that £1,000 was to be secured by a charge on Captain Greene's 
interest in that patent. 

Master Sir F. W. Slade: That is to say, that Captain Greene was 
possessed of an interest in that patent ? 

Mr. Lush : Not necessarily the whole. 

Master Sir F. W. Slade : But to a large extent. It was an event that at 
some time a new company might be established, and that, in that event, it 
was to be a charge on his share.^ It assumes that Mr. Parker knew that 
to be understood. 

Mr. Lush : And it is Mr. Parker stipulating for the £1,000 in a matter 
in which he has an interest. The only interest he had was the £500 he 
contributed towards it. it is a stipulation Mr. Parker makes with Mr, 
Seymour, and the only interest is the £500, which Mr. Seymour says he 
had contaibuted towards that £1,000 which was^ to be expended in pre^ 
Uminary expenses. 

Now, you remember what Mr. Parker said when that letter was pro^ 
duced to him. It fortifies what I said at the beginning — ^he has no recol'* 
lection of the matter. He is dwelling on the repudiation in December^ 
and when he is shown this letter, it seems to take him entirely by surr 

Erise ! And on this, one member of the Bench suggests that " not" must 
ave been a mistake ; but it is proved to you that it was at a time wheA 
Mr. Parker was ' carrying on his business, and I submit to you that no 
other construction can be put upon it than that this is a stipulation made 
by a man who had advanced £500 towards a sum of £1,000, \fhich might 
possibly be expended, and expended in vain. 

Master Sir F. W. Slade : 1 think you put it too high. I go in for th^ 
transaction that the £1,000 is to be a charge on Mr. Greene's shj^re, which 
is a prospective thin^,'\ it strikes me, at pi'esent. Do you mean to say it 
was retrospective ; that that £500 ha<i been already spent ? 

Mr. Lush ; Nobody says that. 
1 I, 11 I 

* This is evidently not the meaning. What it plainly means is, that if the 
^1000 is spent, and the company still not estahlished, this £1000 shall continue a 
phazge against Greene's share of the patents in whatever hands these patents may 
afterwards come, whether those of a company or an individual. 

+ No : the expenditure is present, the charge prospective, being conditional on 
the expenditure. Sir F. Slade is wider off from the sense than before. " Greene's 
share * with Major Beniowski is totally irrespective of the question of a company. 
The learned Master is confounding a share in a patent right wiija. shares in a joints 
(ftock company established to purchase and work the patent. 
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Master Sir F. W. Suu>s : I asBome that my £500 was already in ike 
bank. 
Mr. Lush : I submit to yon, certainly not. 

Master Sir F. W. Sladb : Then it is retrospective ; that is what I put 
to yon- 
Mr. Lush : I am not in that dilemma at alL Suppose that, in ihe 
month of August, I had put £500 to Mr. Seymour's X500, to be expended 
whenever Mr. Seymour should have made such arrangement with Mr. 
Greene as to entitle me to form the company. At the tune he wrote this 
letter it might not be expended ; but he might have begun to stpend it^ 
and he stipulates here wnat should be done if the £1,000 is expended, 
and the company afterwards not formed. What I submit to you is, that 
there is notning in Mr. Barker's notion that he would enter into the 
scheme if he thought fit. Take this in connection with the other docu- 
ments you have before you ; take it in connection with the agreement 
settJed a month before, which stipulates that Eagar shall spend £1,000 
and, in connection with Mr. Wilson's evidence, that he had gone to Bow 
Street, rather it presents to you that there were attempts to form a com- 
pany going on, and in those attempts money mutt be expended. It had 
not all been expended. Mr. Parker did not know how much or how 
little. Mr. Parker does not know how it was spent,* and he stipulatesf 
what should be done if that was spent, and the company not be formed. 
It is not the case of a n^an who had not known that expenses must be 
incurred. The whole agreement contemplates a thing as going on-^ 
£1,000 being expended ; and then he stipulates here, in the event of itq 
being expended, and the company not formed, he shall have a lien on Mr. 
Greene's share. That, I submit to you, is the only view you can take of 
it ; it is entirely inconsistent with his case altogether that the £1,000 was 
to be put into a bank, and there to lie at interest at 5 per cent, until, 
forsooth, he should make up his mind — not untU the arrangement should 
be entered into, but until he should make up his mind whether he would 
be a party to the scheme or not. Now, it appears that he had become 2^ 
party to the scheme. Whether that scheme, would ultimately answer or 
not, is what he could not predicate ; but this is what he should do in the 
event of the company not being established. 

Well, then there are interviews with Mr. Wilson ; there are several 
interviews with Mr. Sladen and Mr. Wilson, and Mr. 31aden representing 
Captain Greene ; and at la^t we come on a sudden to Mr. Parker's letter^ 
Before I come to that, there is one letter of jKlr. Wilson's, of the 29th of 
September. 

*'Dear Sir, — I was occupied with Mr. Sladen this ni^oming for twq 
hours. He complains that delay has already taken place, and assert^ 
positively that Mr. Greene will not allow more than three months to 
form the company. He says they have another very eligible pffer. He 
does not refuse to give copies of the licences, but lie wishes it to be disr 
tinctly understood that all expenses are to be paid by Mr. Eagtir. He 



* Mr. Parker^s iUn^ kept him away from town, or he would have known aa^ 
much as Mr. Seymour. 

t The argument is really much stronger for Mr. Seymour than Mr. Lush put it. 
In Mr. Seymour's cross-examination of Mr. Parker, he asked him whether they 
hid not had a conversation about the word " lien '* in Captain Greene's agreement) 
with Mr. Seymour, and whether Mr. Parker did not desire to substitute the word 
" charge'* Mr. Parker on this communicates with Greene, and then writes to Mr, 
Seymour that the £1000 is to be "a charge." This, therefore, proves that Mr. 
Parker knew of, and adopted, the contract Yiiih. Greene of August 2it^, thoHgl) 
he denies all knowledge of it ! 
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thinks the validity of the patents beyond question. When the former 
company was about being started, Mr. Shapter drew all the documents, 
and advised the proposed directors, four of whom were themselves 
barristers. At any rate, Mr. Sladen wishes the agreement to be entered 
into, subject to counsel's opinion on the question of validity." Now, 
observe, in this there is Mr. Wilson, who nimself had settled the draft 
agreement, telling Mr. Seymour that Captain Greene would not allow 
more than three months to foim the company, and speaking also of 
Captain Greene's intention that Mr. Eagar was to pay all the preliminary 
expenses of forming the Company. Now^ if three months were aU that 
were to be allowed, it is man^est that attempts must be made to form it 
immediately/. Captain Greene's stipulation m his agreement with Mr. 
Seymour, which was then in force, is, that the company was to be finished 
in three months. How was it to be done, except that during those three 
months money must necessarily be expended ? There is no intimation 
here, and it is quite inconsistent that time should be allowed, after Mr. 
Parker had msiie up his mind whether he would join the company. 
During those three months the company was to be formed, or the whole 
thing was to fall to the ground. Of necessity, expenses must be in- 
curred. 

Mr. Lush : You will find at page 43, red ink {anUf p. 100), ^ letter to Mr. 
Seymour ; — " I have had a letter &om Mr. Sladen, stating tiiat Mr. Wilson 
called upon him, and brought from Mr. Parker quite a new propositiou. 
Now, as I understood that you were authorised to act for him — and one of 
my propositions was (to which you agreed), that three months should be 
given to carry out the company — and as Mr. Parker requires the time 
extended to six months, without entering into the pros ana cons upon that 
point, I must request of you, if we are to proceed further, either to get an 
authority from Mr. Parker to act on his behalf, or put me in direct com- 
munication with him. It is quite impossible to hope for any useful result 
as we are now circumstancea. I am sure your good sense will at once 
induce you to take a similar view. More than one month has dapsed 
since you received a copy of the draft agreement, drawn up in accordance 
with both our views, and the moment Mr. Parker is called into our counsels, 
your arrangement is dissented from. As letter-writing is a very tedious 
way of carrying out any business, you had better let me know when and 
where I can see you.'* 

Mr. Lush : Then there is Mr. Seymour's reply on page 45 (red ink) to 
Captain Greene : — ^* My dear Greene, — I am satisfied that Parker has no 
other object than to use his best exertions for the proposed company, and 
I am equally convinced that you never again can meet with so good a man 
for your purpose. I, therefore, think you should try to meet him as far as 
you possibly can. His objection to the proprietors' shares being allotted 
at the same time as those to the public (which is probably his cMef objeo* 
tion) affects you just as much as him ; and if sifij beuefit springs from your 
yielding to his wishes, recollect you will share equally wiui him and me.'' 

Master O'Mallby : What date is that ? 

Mr. Lush ; That is the 2nd October. You will observe that Mr. Parker 
had some time before intimated that he would rather they should not be in 
piany hands. 

Master O'Mallet i Then it is oertaio that at that time they had not 
come to an agreement.* 



* It is conclusive that they had. Why should Mr. Parker be raising an objection 
(nbout the order and proportion in which shares were to be allotted unless he had 
an interest at that time in those proprietory rights, which the deed formally dis- 
tributed and defined — ^a deed, too, to which Eagar was a party as representing 
Parker and Seymour ! 
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Mr. Lush : You observe Captain Greene was never bound to give Mr. 
Parker shares. Captain Greene was bound to give Mr. Seymour shares, 
and Mr. Seymour was bound to give Mr. Parker half his shares. The 
agreement was between Mr. Seymour and Captain Greene that Mr. Sey- 
mour was to advance £1,000 towards the preliminary expenses, and to take 
a moiety of Captain Greene's shares. Then, by a sub-agreement between 
Mr. Parker and Mr. Seymour, Mr. Parker was to share with Mr. Seymour 
his shares.* Then the agreement made Eagar a party, Eagar represent- 
ing Mr. Parker and Mr. Seymour. Mr. Se3rmour was to undertake to 
form a company. Mr. Seymour took Mr. Parker as his colleague in doing 
so, and, as I say, both agreeing to share in the risk and profit of- the 
adventure. 

Master Sir F. W. Sladb ! It is very inoautious, unless Eagar executed a 
deed of trust. 

Mr. Ltjsh : That may be. Mr. Seymour had executed his agreement 
with Greene. The question is, what was the original intention of the 
parties ? Was the money to be expended, or, as Mr. Parker says, to be 
put in a bank on deposit, in their joint names, though he himself denies it ? 
Or was it money advanced to be spent in an adventure — a company, in 
which, if formed, both parties were to be equally interested ? If not, both 
parties were to have a Hen on Greene's share ; that is the issue between 
thenarties. 

Master (VMalley : No ; I understand it was Mr. Parker stated that 
it was to be lodged till a given event had taken place ; and, when the given 
event had taken place, it was to be used ; that is what I understand Mr. 
Parker to say : that it was to be put into a bank and lodged there, till a 
certain event ; and then, after he had made up his mind to enter into the 
speculation, that it was to be expended. 

Mr. Lush : Pardon me ; Mr, Parker never stated that. My. Parker says 
that it was to be deposited in a bank, tiU he tpould determine whether he 
vjovld enter into it ! 

Master Greenwood : Whether he entertained the scheme. 

Master Sir L. Peel : He certainly says, in the first instance, that the 
understanding — the first agreement — ^with Mr. Seymour, was that it was 
to be deposited in the bank, to be drawn out in their joint names ; and 
then, in another part, he resiles from that. He does not know what agree- 
ment toas made, and so forth. He is evidently confused about it. 

Mr. Lush : He is, sir ; and, throughout, Mr, Parker never* intimates that 
it is to go towards forming a company, Mr. Parker never speaks of that. 
He says, '^ It was to lie there, as a guarantee to Beniowski, till \ deterr 
mined whether I would entertain the scheme : and if I chose to elect not 
to entertain it, then that the money was to come back to me.'' 

Master Sir F. W. Sladb : Then you say Mr. Seymour's inference was, 
that it was to go in the preliminary expenses of the company ; and the 
£1,000, if spent, was to be a lien on Greene's shares ? Then, further, you 
go on and say this money was expended in forming the company. 

Mr. Lush : That I have not come to yet. I want to show what was the 
original purpose of the parties. I want to show that to you. Mr. Parker's 
own letter^ Mr. Wilson, his clerk's, own acts, show that Mr. Seymour's 
version is correct ; that the money was money put in there with the view 
of being expended in preliminary expenses to form a company, which, if 



* The agreement between Captain Greene and Mr. Seymour was signed and 
complete in August. The deed was prepared with two objects. Ist. To define in 
a more detailed manner, the respective rights of the co-proprietors of the patents 
f|8 between themselves. 2nd. To meet the difl^culty raised by Mr. Parker, of his 
being held out as solicitor and vendor. 
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formed, Mr. Parker had half of Mr. Seymour's interest in it ; and that 
Mr. Parker was, moreover, to be the solicitor of the company. 

Master Knowlbs : I do not know whether you have come now to the 
close of a particular portion of your address. It is now a quarter to eleven 
o'clock ; I was in hope we could close it to-night. 

Master Elmslet : Perhaps we can close the first division. 

Mr. Lush : I do not see that I shall have very much more to say upon 
that. There were, no doubt, many letters which, of course, you will read 
all through, the whole of the correspondence to the time when Mr. Packer 
repudiates the transaction. The whole of it shows that Mr. Parker was 
engaged in forming the company, not in simply making inquiries whether 
the patent was worth anything ; there is no part of the evidence which shows 
that ; it is rather the conduct of a man carrying out a scheme of forming a 
company, making arrangements for the purpose of maturing that scheme 
and that alone ; and that it is not until something turns up He is 

then attacked with a fit of illness ; and when he recovers from that, he 
suddenly makes up his mind to vacate, and withdraw the money he had 
deposited. 

Now, one word upon this matter before I dose as to the question raised 
by Master Slade, whether he expended the money on preliminary expenses. 
It is utterly immaterial. Mr, Seymour at that time was in aood credit, 
and if Mr. Seymowi^s daim is right, it mattered not to Mr. Parker at what 
period Mr. Seymour brought in his £600. Mr. Seymour had entered into a 
binding agreement with Captain Greene that he would spend ;6l,000 in 
prelimmary expenses ; he was then in ore<lit and capable of doing it. He 
put Mr. Parker's jg500 into a separate bank. You will observe that he 

NEVER drew upon THAT FUND AT ALL — ^Mr. PaRKER'S £600 — UNTIL HE 
HAD BOUND HIMSELF TO SPEND £lfiOO TO FORM A COMPANT, TILL HIS 
AGREEMENT WITH Mr. GrEENE HAD BEEN MATURED. The cheqUO WaS 

given to him on the 16th or 17th August, and it was not until after he had 
arranged with Greene that he touched that money of Mr. Parker's in the 
bank. Now, Mr. Seymour was in this position ; — ^Mr. Parker has in- 
trusted to me £500. I have the means of spending it, and my o^^m £600 
too. The agreement does not bind me to spend it all at once. I have 
entered into an agreement to spend it, and it is wholly immaterial when 
I spend it, it is wholly immaterial out of what particular funds I spend it 
I agreed to spend £1,000 — that is the agreement between me and Mr. 
Greene. I engaged to spend £500 of Mr. Parker's in forming the com- 
pany, and there is no firaud if £500 is put into my hands, for that purpose, 
and I am pledged to carry it out with another person — ^there is no fraud in 
using that money, so long as I am ready and bond fide pledged to expend 
it or its equivalent on the purpose I have undertaken. That is what Mr. 
Seymour did. He acti^illy expended it, some for the purposes of the com* 
pany, other portions he drew for his own private purposes. That is not 
the charge. That is not a fraud at idl. Being at that time a person of 
credit, capable of adding his oum £500, capable of making it up if he expended 
it, it was immaterial to Mr* Parker whether he drew part of li for his own 
ptirposes, or whether he reserved it for the future, Mr. Parker equally got 
all he bargained for, namely, half Mr. Seymour's interest in the patents. 
He drew it : it is not as if he was involved at that time, but at that time 
his credit at Coutts^swas good. His credit was good^ and therefore it shows 
no fraud, I apprehend, on the part of Mr. Seymour. 

Now, as it is so late, I need not go through other letters ; I merely refer 
to them as showing this, that it was at this period that Mr. Parker actually 
embarked in the speculation, who knew that the £1,000 was to be expended, 
and, as I submit to you, was being expended for the p^ of the assistants 
at Bow-street, and, which must have been known to Mr, Parker, was ex- 
pended, as a part of the expenses to be incurred in forming the company^ 
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which was then actually going on up to the time when he revoked and 
claimed his ;C500. 

Well, now, the latter part of this case lies in a very small compass. I 
shall be a very short time with the remaining part of it. It strikes me as 
being a very immaterial part of the inquiry, 

M lister BoviLL : If you feel that yon can do it in a quarter of an hour, 
with justice to the case, do so ; if you think it of importance to be long, I 
shall vote that we adjourn. 

Master Greekk : There are some letters which remain, in which Mr. 
Seymour refers to the claim as a '^ debt.'* 

Master Sir F. W. Sladb : Do you propose to close the whole of your 
observations on behalf of Mr. Seymour to-night ? 

Mr. Lush : That is what I propose. 

Master Knowles : I am afraid Mr. Lush is exceeding himself. 

Master Qbeenb : Oh ! certainly, let us hear him. Mr. Lush thinks he 
ean do it. 

Mr. Setmour : It is eight months since this matter began, and it 
IS distraction to me! I WOULD rather it closed to-night. 

Master O'Mallbt : Well, there is no time to be wasted about it. 

Mr. Lush : If I were to go through all the letters and all the circum- 
stances which led to that action and its result, I could not do it in a quarter 
of an hour. But all I propose to give you is a summary of it. You will 
be kind enough to look through the evidence at length, and I will merely 
show you the view I take of 9ie whole proceedings ; and in order to view 
Mr. Seymour's conduct in a proper light, you must consider what his posi- 
tion was at that time in 1858/ His position was very different to what it 
was in 1855, when he had this transaction with Mr< Parker. From family 
and other circumstances Mr. Seymour had then got into a state of yerf 
great embarrassment. We know from what evidence there is now before 
the Bench in the different transactions, Mr. Seymour had tak^n upon him- 
self very heavy liabilities. The mines had turned out unprofitable, and he 
was obU^ed to seek protection under a private arrangement I belieVe it 
appears before you that the debts in the schedule amounted to £27,000, 
and it is a striking fact, when you contemplate it with reference to the 
imputations made against Mr. Seymour, that not a single creditor appeared 
there to oppose him except Mr. Parker ! Well, now, Mr. Parker had re- 
voked in the preceding December. At that time conaider what Mr. Sey- 
mour's i)osition was with regard to Parker. Mr. Seymour might have held 
Mr. Parker to his agreement ; he might have said to Mr, Pafker, " Tou 
shall not have hack your ;fc'600. You are embarked with me in that joint 
speculation ; that speculation is going on ; and I will hold you to your bar- 
gain.^ But Mr. Seymour did not do so. Mr. Seymour said to Mj. ParkeT* 
in effect, ** It is unhandsome of you to withdraw ; «tiU I will pay you back 
your money." That is the effect of what passed between Mr. Seymour and 
MX, Parker at that time. Well, then, in the beginning of 1858, when Mr^ 
Seymour applied to the Court, Mr. Parker was in a position to sue him for 
that amount, because Mr, Seymour had agreed in November to rescind thtf 
contra>ct between him and Mr. Parker, and to pay back to Mr. Parker the 
amount which Mr. Parker had placed in his hands for the purpose of the 
joint speculation. That created a privity between them, on which Mr. 
Seymour might have been sued. Mr. Parker appeared before the Courts 
and I think made the assertion suggested bv Mr. Woollett that the charge 
should take the shape of a charge of fraud before the Bankruptcy 
Commissioner ! That is the first time any suggestion was made of that 
kind! 

Master Sir F. W. Sladb : To save it from the schedule ? 

Mr. Lush : No doubt that was to save it from the schedule^ Well, 
then, the action is afterwards brought. Mr. Woollett admits that he ib 
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the party who suggested that the count should be in fraud, because that 

would prevent IVfi-. Seymour pleading the discharge fipom the Bankruptcy 

Court. There is a count in debt. Now, just ask yourselves what was the 

position of Mr. Seymour at that time. It would not have saved the trial, 

because they had the count of fraud. To fro down to trial with that charge 

of fraud would have been destruction to him ; and on the count of debt it 

was useless to go, because the interim onier of the Court could not be 

pleaded. That is what we have had recently decided. He was not in a 

condition to plead that. Then comes the negotiation. What is to he done? 

They went before the Judge. Then there was an attempt on the one hand 

to claim a judgment on the whole declaration. One says he shall have a 

judgment on the whole declaration ; another saya it is enough to have a 

judgment on the debt count. A question was asked by one of the 

Masters of the Bench to the effect that Mr. Parker would have bad no 

claim against Mr. Seymour. I take it that Mr. Parker had a perfectly 

good cause of action. He had a perfectly good catise of action on the count 

in debt. There was a good cause of action on which Mr. Seymour might 

have been sued in debt. Then it was agreed that he should, in order to 

0ecure Mr. Parker, give a judgment. It was a perfectly good consideration^ 

I rescind the contract You have given me £500 for a given purpose. I 

agree to pay you back that money — to become your debtor to the amount 

of £500. I apprehend that would be a perfectly good consideration. Well, 

then, now obserye what is the result. I will only appeal to yoU on the 

evidence before you. What was the single poiiit between the parties to 

the last ? You have the evidence of Mr. Bennett and of Mr. Linklater, 

both of whom contended from first to last against Mr. Seymour allowing a 

judgment on the count of fraud. Mr. Bennett you have as a witness before 

you, and he said, that on the count of fraud he (Mr. Seymour) would have 

a verdict upon it. Mr. Linklater the same. And yetj although those 

g&ntlemen advised that a pidgment should be submitted to, they both opposed a 

judgment on the count for fraud; and it is not likely tiiat those gentlemen 

would haye done that if there had not been good ground for doing so. It 

is a judgment by default, and when you con^e to the judgment-paper which 

I appeal to, and you may appeal to one of the officers of the court as weU, 

you will find that that is a judgment on the count in debt alone, and that 

if Mr, Parker were novo to attempt to cwrry the record into court, and to at^ 

tempt to sign a judgment on the counts in fraud, the officers woidd iwt receive 

it ; it only wants what is called the incipitur signed at the time, which is 

afterwards expanded into the judgment roll. Here is a count charging 

him with fraud ; and there is a count on which judgment would proceed 

upon the case, upon which only damages could be recovered and assessed. 

Now, that I submit to you conclusively shows that that judgment was a 

judgment submitted to on the count in debt, which is the count on which 

judgment is to be signed. Now, as I said before, it is utterly immaterial 

what shape that judgment took. It is now brought forward to you by a 

party charging Mr. Seymour that he had been gculty of a fraud ; but, so 

far as I submit to you, it is no admission ; this is a denial of any claim 

upon the counts in fraud, for the judgment is a judgment signed upon that 

count, which is a count in debt* Now, We all know that you could not 

have had it signed on that and the other too, and that if his intention had 

been to ^gn a judgment on the whole declaration, he would not have had 

a judgment on that debt count for £500. 

Master Sir F. W. Sladb : That would be wholly unnecessary. They 
could only enter up judgment, could they ? 

Mr. Lush : That Ia the result ; one party was trying to get the judg- 
ment on the whole. 

Master Sir F. W. Sladb : According to your argument, if it were signed 
in damages, it would be sent to the sheritf to investigate what tliose 
damages were, and, as he confessed, the judgment was applicable to a debt. 

30 
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Mr. Lush : Or on a judgment before the Master, which might have 
been agreed upon. 

Master Sir F. W. Slabe : Then yon say, not having pressed either of 
those charees, and having submitted to a judgment on tne debt count, it 
must be tiucen to be a judgment on that one count. 

Mr. Lush : I did not make myself intelligible. On a count of fraud, 
you must have a "writ of inquiry before the sherifF. You may have a 
judgment before the Master, upon agreement, but it must appear upon 
record to be by agreement, whereas here the contrary appears. It appears 
that judgment has been signed in debt. That marh the distinction between 
the count in debt, and the count for fraudy nor can you escape. 

Master Sir F. W. Slade : Then your argument is, tnat that would 
show that those two represent Mr. Parker gave up the count of fraud. 

Mr. Ldbh : That is so— that is my argument ; and now, if the roll 
Were carried in, that would show whether it was on the one count or the 
otheri 

Master Sir F. W. Slabe : That is quite so. I am very glad I so under- 
stand you. We common lawyers follow you, but it must appear perfectly 
clear to the Chancery gentlemen that it is impliedly admitted that they 
no longer relied on the count in fruud.* 

Master Greene : Mr. Seymour, in one of his letters, says : — " I have 
instructed my solicitor to withdraw the pleas in your action." 

Mr. Lush : Read that in connection with the previotie correspondence. 
Bead it by the light of his letter to Mr. WooUett of the same date. He 
must withdraw the pleas, or they cannot do what I said they did do. 
Moreover, he said, " As you will not arrest me now on the count in debt 
I put myself on terms. Do not take me in execution, but give me time." 
What I say is, the judgment paper shows that the judgment is not signed 
in fraud, and if you appeal to the Masters of the Courts (I invite you to 
do so), they would tell you that they would not think of signing final 
judgment in the first instance on the counts for fraud ; and if Mr. Parker 
were to bring in the record, and were to endeavour to do so on the count 
for fraud, we should not permit him to do so, showing that the judgment 
is confined to a count in debt. 

Master Bovill : I have got the judgment paper in toy hand. The 
judgment paper is signed 1858, and then at the top, in a form which I 
nave not seen before, and which does not appear to be the writing of the 
officer of the court — " Judgment on withdrawal of pleas, £500" and there 
is no mention of debt at all. 

Mr. MsH : That is not the form that I have seen.f BtU the effect is 
he same. 

Master Knowles : If the jvdgment he according to this certificate for 
^500 and costs, that comd not be ajvdgm-ent on the count inframd^ because 
the damages would be unliquidated damages, 

Mr. Setmoub : Mr. liinklater's clerk stated that the derk at the 
Judgment Office would be willing to come forward. He says there is no 
doubt about it. 

Mr. Lush : A good deal has been said about Mr. Hudson. Now, you 
have it in evidence that Mr. Hudson was walking in the street when Mr. 
Seymour went into the shop. Mr. Seymour thought Mr. Hudson heard 
the conversation, but it turned out that Mr. Hudson did not hear it. Mr. 

* Was it the *' chancery men " or the " common lawyers," who inserted the 
observation in the Bencher's " judgment/' that the charge of fraud was " not only 
not withdrawn, but strongly re-asserted !" 

t The official certificate is ** final judgment on withdrawal of pleas for ^6500, 
and costs paid." The damages laid were £1000. 
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Seymour might well have supposed he did. He had no opportunity of as- 
certaining the extent of Mr. Hudson*s knowledge, as he was then in India, 
but he stated what at the time he believed Mr. Hudson could prove. 
Just read these affidavits. Mr. WooUetfa affidavit is m<inifesdy inaccurate 
on the face of it. He puts his first interview with Mr. Seymour a very 
few weeks before the long vacation. He represents Mr. Seymour to say 
that Mr. Parker was to advance instead of had advanced. He puts his 
applications some weeks afterwards, when they turned out to be son\e 
weeks before ! The clerk Wilson represents upon his affidavit — and it 
only shows that judges may be misled by affidavits — ^he puts in his affidavit 
that he went at the beginning of September, when he went to demand on 
behalf of Mr. Parker 9ie £600, keeping back the correspondence he had 
previously had, and the aMempts to form the company I That I put before 
you to look at. Mr. Wilson keeps back from the Judge the whole of 
what passed, begins his tale with the application to Mr. Seymour for £600, 
and ends with saying that he promised to pay it to Mr. Parker ! I have 
now concluded my remarks on the whole case, and I submit that Mr. 
Seymour is clearly entitled to a complete acquittal ! 
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MR. HENEY E. BROWN, Examined. 

[Seventh Meeting, p. 22.] 

(By Master Rodwell) : Have jou a letter of the 30th of December, 
1866? 

I have, and I do not see that I have any letter between that November 
interview and that letter. I will not say that there may not be sach a 
thing. 

I must trouble you to read that letter if you please of the 30th of 
December. 

The letter is dated " 2, Inner Temple-lane, December 30th, 1856. ** My 
dear Sir" ^I do not know whether this letter need be read. 

Master Tbeasureb : Oh ! yes. 

Master Gresne : Is it marked " Private V* 

Master Treasurer : You have no objection, perhaps, to read it ? 

Mr. Setmour : J object to nothing ; / have no ctjectiony if the Bench 
wish it.* 

Master Treasurer : No one objects, Mr. Brown. 

The Witness : The letter was written to me. 

'^ 2, Inner Temple Lane, 

" December 30th, 1856. 
" My dear Sir, — " You wiU not require from me a renewed detail of 

my debts and difficulties. 

* • ♦ ♦ ♦ « 

" My only means now of paying my creditors is my profession, the prac- 
tising of which much longer depends on my creditors not imposing on me 

impossible terms. 

* * * * * 

^ As to your costs, all I can propose is to pay them in fiill, by holding a 
brief, or briefs, for you in any court you ndsh. 

" Yours feithfully, 

"W. DiOBT Setmoub." 
" Henry E. Brown, Esq." 

[Seventh Meeting, page 47*] 

Master Bagshawe : The fourth charge is that letter to Mr. Brown in 
reference to briefs. 

Mr. Seymour : My answer to that is a very short one. I believe I may 
take it that the code of honour at the Bar is an unwritten one, and that it 

* Let eveiy man who reads this letter, ask himself whose conduct is most 
" debasing** to an honourable profession — ^that of Mr. Seymour, who made the 
suggestion 1 — that of Mr. Brown, who eave up this private letter 1 — or that of the 
Benchers, who allowed it to be read, and founded a charge upon it 1 



240 MB. DIOBT SETMOUB's VINDICATION. 

must decide, aooordin^ to each one's conscience and sense of right, as to 
what is or is not consistent with the general tone and feeling of the pro- 
fession. I am perfectly willing to admit, if the course taken by me were 
to become a general coarse, or nearly general, that it would be aestractive 
to an honourable profession. I am not going to place myself fisJsely before 
the Bench ; and I will state that, in my anxiety to meet a professional 
man's debt which I had incurred, I was led to o£fer what I did. It was an 
irregular act, which I do not mean to justify ; it could not, as a practice, 
be justified or vindicated. But I beg the iBench to remember that it is 
throvm off ma, letter as a suggestion that I would hold a brief to wipe out 
the eatU arising out of a suit as to which I was wriiing at the moment. I 
thought that my holding a brief was the only way of paying them. I do 
not justify it. If you, in the abstract, ask me whether I justify it with 
those responsibilities upon me, I say, it is another thing. It was 
prompted by the honest feeling of the moment. I tliought I ought to pay 
hi|n. I thought that was my only way of doing so. Better it would have 
been if it had not been written. I have heard at the Bar it has been done 
by persons higher than myself. I will not name any one, nor shall I shelter 
inyself under the supposed irregularities of others. But I will ask the 
Bench not to allow an accidental suggestion like this to prejudice me. I 
will not contend that it was right. I would not have done it on soimd re- 
flection. I hope the Bench wiB look upon it, under the circumstances, as 
one of those irregularities which the occasion may excuse, if it does not 
justify. 

Master Baoshawe : As far aA the managers are concerned, we close the 
case, and we hope one more meeting will close the matter. 

[15th Meeting, p< 67.] 

Master Greene (to Mr. Lush) : Have you finished ? 

Master Coleridge : I do not know wnether you wish to say anything 
on the other matter brought before us. There was a letter put in, I recol- 
lect, in which Mr. Seymour had offered to pay a bill of costs by doing 
business, by holding brie£s. 

Mr. Lush : / loas not aware that was presented as a case ! Mr. Seymour, 
on being pressed by Mr. Brown 

Master Greene : I think Mr. Seymour said everything on it that could 
be said. 

Mr. Lush : I will pay tour debt, but the only way I can pat it 

IS THIS. 

Master Coleridge : I did not know whether you had forgotten it. 

Mr. Lush : I did not consider it a matter presented to t^B 
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'^The Masters of the Bench have carefully considered the volnminotts 
evidence and documents which have been brought before them, and have 
come to the conclusion that the charges in the cases of * Parker/ ' Coutts/ 
and ' Robertson/ respectively, are not proved, and that the charge as to a 
proposal to hold briefs for an attorney^ in liquidation of his costs payable 
by you, is proved. 

^'The facts and circumstances which are disclosed fully satisfy the 
Masters of the Bench of the necessity for this inquiry, and they regret to 
add that they cannot accompany their intimation to you of their decision 
on the three charges first named with any declaration that your conduct is 
not liable to censure ; on the contrary, they have the painful duty to per- 
form of stating to you that they find much worthy of severe condemnation, 
even on the most favourable construction of your actions ; that, in Parkas 
case, on your own statement of your conduct, evidence appears of a want of 
open dealing towards, and of conceahnent from, Mr. Parker. Mr. Parker's 
agreement with you, on your own version of it, was inconsistent with your 
substitution of your credit for the money you undertook to add to his own, 
and with the use of his money for any purpose unconnected with the print- 
ing scheme. The breach of your agreement in these two respects was not 
communicated to Mr. Parker, whose consent alone oould have justified the 
course to which you actually resorted. 

'^ The Masters of the Bench are also under the painful necessity of de- 
claring their opinion that the settlement of Mr. Parker's action, while the 
charges of fraud included in it were, in the opinion of the Bench, not only 
not withdrawn, but were strongly re-asserted, as it was conduct calculated 
to destroy character by exciting suspicions that charges which were not 
boldly met could not be eahisaid, was an arrangement to which a right- 
minded man, even in the nour of heavy pecuniary distress, would not have 
submitted. 

^ They are compelled to add that no solid ground presents itself on the 
evidence in justification of the affidavit which was made by you for the 
purpose of postponing the trial of the action in question. 

" With respect to Captain Robertson's case, there is found in your state- 
ments at various times, in relation to that case, a want of consistency 
which indicates some recklessness of assertion. Your assertion, so often 
repeated, that you had generously taken upon yourself very large liabilities 
which did not in any way belong to you, as you assert yourself to have been 
totally unconnected with and innocent of the transaction termed ' rigging 
the market,* is at variance with the statement in your letter to Mr. L^roy, 
that the debt was as much Captain Robertson's as your own. The Masters 
of the Bench are unable to reconcile an act which, according to your ver- 
sion of it, would have been one of romantic generosity and seli-devotion 
(scarcely consistent with your duties to others and with the reasonable 
claims of justice), with other portions of the evidence, and with the ordi- 
nary presumptions which arise from your conduct, as disclosed throughout 
these painful transactions. 

*^ The fojurth charge relates to a matter of a different character. The 
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Masters of the Bench are glad to find that it is not justified by you ; bat 
the grounds on which you attempted to palliate your conduct are not satis- 
fjMstory to them. Tour proposal was one most improper from a barrister 
to an attorney, and invited a breach of duty on the part of the attorney ; a 
dient would never be likely to suspect that his attorney, from secret 
motives of interest, was selecting an advocate for him whom otherwise he 
might not have chosen. It is conduct^ therefore, promoting deception, and 
likely to generate sutroicion where confidence should prevail. If such a 
practice were toleratea it would lower the character and honour of both 
branches of the profession, and would be injurious to the public, not only 
^(y reason of such debasement, but also by its tendency to introduce into^ 
or miLinfii.ifi in the practice of their profession, men more distinguished by 
the pliancy of their principles than oy the ffifts of nature improved by an 
industrious and honest pursuit of eminence oy honourable means." 
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" S, Dr. Johnson's Buildings, Temple, E.C.y 
Feb. 3, 1862. 

'^ The Hon. the Treasurer and Masters of the Bench of the 

Middle Temple^ 

*^ Gbntlbmbn, — ^Now that I have had an opportunity of perusing the 
observations which have been embodied with your decision, and of a copy 
of which I have to acknowledge the receipt, I cannot refrain from express- 
ing my astonishment at their severity and injustice. 

** In the first place, I do not know, nor have you pointed out, what 
version I have civen of the transaction with Mr. Parker inconsistent with 
my perfect right to act as I did with regard to the j£500 I received frx>m 
him. From first to last my statement has been, and still most solemnly 
is, that Mr. Parker paid the £500 in consideration of beoooiing partner 
with me in on&-half of my interest under the agreement with Captain 
Greene — an interest vested in me conditionally on my undertaking to 
spend ^1,000 in forming a companv. Having signed a contract with 
Qaptain Greene, the only duty that devolved on me was to expend ^1,000 
for the foregoing purpose — a duty which I honestly set about, and did, in 
fact, to a great extent discharge, but in the fulfilment of which I was 
mainly defeated by Mr. Parker's diange of mind, and by the estrangement 
his clerk succeeded in producing between Captain Greene and me. 

^''The charge of concealment, and of unjustifiably using the money 
without Mr. Parker's consent, must Ml to the ground if the foregoing 
proposition be admitted. 

" With reference to the withdrawal of the pleas in Mr. Parker's action, 
I must remind you that I acted with the full approval of my le^ advisers 
(one of them a most eminent member of the Bar), of my fatner-m-law, and 
of my wife ; that I was distinctly told bv Mr. Bennett that Mr. Justice 
Wightman suggested the termination of the afiBur, to which alone I 
believed I was acceding ; and that^ besides the express evidence before 
vou as to the unqualified declaration by Mr. WooUett, on Mr. Parker's 
oehaL^ that every imputation of fraud was withdrawn, you have the sub- 
sequent correspondence between Mr. Parker and myself, and the important 
evidence afforded by the entry of the judgment in the cause. 

" I may here observe that so confident did I, and, I may add, Mr. Lush, 
feel that the Bench would have pronounced an unqualified judgment of 
acquittal, that I forbore applying to you to hear upon this point further 



THB JUDGMRNT. 24l» 

oral and docnmentary evidence, which, after the meeting of December 2, 
I was, for the first time, placed in a position to adduce. 

*' The observation as to my affidavit, I think, would never have been 
made, if it had been borne in mind that Mr. Hudson was in India at the 
time, and that I had obvious grounds to believe he would have given more 
important evidence than, after the lapse of time, he w^s, in fact, able to 
do. Let me, in passing, remark here that Mr. Hudson's very caution in 
his evidence in Parkers case should fairly entitle him to greater con- 
sideration when he speaks more positively on other matters with which 
his mind was naturally more familiar. 

" In r^erence to Captain Bob^rtson's case, I am charaed with want of 
consistency in my statements, indicating ' recklessness of assertion.' The 
only instance pointed out upon which this grave charge is left to rest is 
one which, I submit, does not, in the remotest degree, justify the obser- 
vation. 

'^ It is said that the expression in my letter to Mr. Lefroy, * as much 
Captain Bobertson's debt as niy own,' is at variance with my assertion of 
non-complicity in the Waller rig ; but, in the first place, the letter con- 
taining that expression was written more than a year after Hhe lig* 
occurred to a gentleman who was not concerned to know the exact relation 
in which his Sient and I stood regarding it ; and, secondly, what was the 
debt I was writing about ? It was a debt originally contracted by Mr. 
H— — -, on which he alone was legally liable to Mr. Helps. Captain 
Robertson was only bound in honour to assist in meeting it, because he 
was one of a number who engaged in a common operation for a common 
purpose. I, too, was onlv bound in honour to meet it, because I took upon 
myself that liability and others, to an enormous amoimt, believing that 
the brokers acted in the honest, but false, impression that I sanctioned the 
act of the Board of which I was chairman, and indulging in the sanguine 
hope that the ultimate success of the company itself might reimburse me, 
or, at the least, diminish the amount of my loss. In this sense, and in 
this sense only, was the expression used ; and to put any other sense upon 
it, in the face of the positive evidence given uie other way, and of the 
original document whicn formed the basis of the agreement between the 
directors and L- 
party, seems to me 
tion has been made against me* by the Bench. 

'^ You go on to express your doubts as to my capability of doing an act 
in February, 1853, amounting to what you are pleased to designate as one 
of ' romantic generosily .' 

^* If you had given me notice of ^our intention to pass judgment on a 
matter which was only incidentelly mtroduced to your attention, I could 
have produced nearly all the brokers' notes, of which I took possession at 
the tune, with other documentary evidence ; and I could have called a 
number of witnesses to place my conduct beyond the possibility of an 
unfavourable construction. 

" One piece of evidence, by way of example, I will venture here to cite. 

You will remember the name of Mr. M M as having been 

frequently referred to in the course of the inquiry. He kept the key of 
the box in which Captain Bobertson placed his securities on tne Saturday, 
and his hands, if I mistake not, took them out and delivered them to Mr. 

H on the Monday. No man knows better or so well as he all the 

history of the transactions in Waller shares. Although I had no commu- 
nication with him since February, 1853, and though we parted then under 
the circumstances I have described, I believed he would do me justice if 
called as a witness ; and accordingly, during the last vacation I tried, but 
in vain, to procure his presence in England for that purpose. In a letter, 
however, from him to me, and bearing date, 'Hotel de Borne, Vichy, 



— ^ which is unsigned by me, and to which I was no 
to justify the remark that, to the last^ ' every presump- 
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L'AUier, France, Auffost 10, 1861,' he be^^ by observing — * Youra of the 
8th inst. only reached me here tlus morning from Boulogne, and my first 
feeling was indignation at the falseness of the accusations against you/ 
He then adds — 'If ever a man deserved a crown of martyrdom, you were 
most justly entitled to it for the unparalleled exertions you mside to pre- 
vent any dishonour attaching to the company ;' and he says further on, 
* I for one can never cease to feel grateful to you for your self-immolation, 
that no breath of scandal should ever justly attach to any one at the 
Board.' 

^* A harsh and wounding suggestion that I could not be so generous is 
the return I get from my own profession. A ' crown of martyrdom' for an 
act of * self-immolation' is the award of Mr. M M . 

" Upon the last paragraph of your 'judgment' I wish simply to say that I 
think, having fhmkly admitted an error, these observations might have 
been spared, the more so as the Bench must bear in mind that I was 
placed, as regarded Mr. Brown, in the difficult position in which honesty 
pointed one way and etiquette another. 

" There is another subject to which I feel bound to call your attention. 

'^ You have held fifteen meetings, and in no single instance has your 
parliament been composed a second time of the same members as anv pr^ 
vious parliament. In point of fact, therefore, I have been tried before 
fifteen different tribunals. 

'^ Your numbers have been equally irregular, varying from a maximum 
of 18 to a minimum of seven. 

" One of your number first attended at the fifth meeting, one first at the 
sixth, two at the ninth, two at the tenth, and one at the thirteenth ! 

" The following is an analysis of the attendance of all the Bench : — ^Two 
attended 15 meetmgs, two attended 14, one attended 12, two attended 11, 
one attended 10, two attended 9, two attended 8, two attended 7, three 
attended 6, two attended 5, one attended 4, two attended 3, two attended 
2, and two attended 1. 

'* Here is certainly a remarkable disregard both of the spirit and letter 
of the wise rule of the society which requires the attendance of the same 
members on every adjourned hearing of an inquiry into an accusation 
against a barrister. 

" I have no right to penetrate the secrets of your chamber, but I confess 
I should like to know how many of those who heard the evidence of Mr. 
Parker and his witnesses took part, and, if so, what part, in framing or 
supporting the observations made with reference to that case. 

" I appeal to those members of the Bench who were present at the third 
meeting, whether the mode in which the evidence of Mr. Parker especially 
was given did not strongly impress their minds with the impossibility of 
seriously regarding it. 

" The perusal, more or less careful, of printed evidence (even were it of 
the most accurate character), can never supply the place of opinions de- 
rived from the hearing of the witnesses tnemselves ; and I cannot help 
feeling that I have been hardly dealt with if members of the Bench who 
have only formed their conclusion upon the printed reports, intermixed and 
confused as the various cases are, have joined in reflections which, I firmly 
believe, would not have been made, or would have been greatly modified, 
had they attended the inquiry with greater regularity. 

" It may of course be said that my attention was called to this rule, and 
that I ought on subsequent occasions to have made objections on the ground 
of its non-observance ; but my attention was not called to this rule till so 
late as the ninth meeting, though it ought to have been mentioned on the 
second, and it is obvious that it would, at that time, have placed me in a 
most invidious attitude to have appealed to this inile with reference to any 
Bencher I might have objected to. I could not, moreover, for a moment 
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have anticipated that members of the Bench who had not heard the evi- 
dence as to any particular case, would have suggested observations, or even 
joined in a judgment with reference to that case, of the fairness of which 
they were not, from this very circumstance, in a proper position to decide. 

" On this ground, as well as those I have before specified, I beg to enter 
my solemn protest against that part of your judgment which contains the 
observations of which I complain, and which, I rejoice to know, have not 
received the unanimous approval of the Bench ; and 1 request that this 
letter may be recorded along with the judgment. 

" I have the honour to be. Gentlemen, your obedient servant, 

"Wm. Diqbt Setmour. 

" P.S. The foregoing letter was written before I went down to address 
my constituents at Southampton on Tuesday evening last. The meeting 
was fixed for eight o'clock. I arrived at the terminus at twenty minutes 
to eight. I was then, for the first time, informed that the walls of the 
town were posted, and the people, as they went to the meeting, were 
UberaUy supplied ^th a haiuft^ili: of ^hich I be^ to enclose a copy. ^ 

'' I ask the Bench whether the peculiar wording of these four questions, 
and that so as to convey the most imfavourable construction, does not evi- 
dence the hand of some one who has been acting on information derived 
not very far from their parliament chamber. 

" This, however, is not all. A prominent member of the Tory party in 
Southampton has been going from place to place exhibiting a written docu- 
ment, giving in minute detail the result of the voting in your chamber on 
the various charges, the numbers for a verdict of *Not Guilty,' or of 
* Not proved,' &c. 

" Whence has this person been furnished with this information ? By 
what right, and by whom, are facts made known to him which have not 
been communicated tonief 

" The answer is one I respectfully leave the Bench to supply. 

" Wm. Digbt Seymour. 
"Feb. 6." 



" Treasury-office, Middle Temple, Feb. 15, 1862. 
'* Sir, — I am desired to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of Feb. 3, 
1862, addressed to the Treasurer and Masters of the Bench of the Middle 
Temple, and to say that it has been laid before the Bench. 

" I am, Sir, your obedient Servant, 

"T. H. Daktns, Under-Treasurer. 
" W. Digby Seymour, Esq., M.P., Q.C., &c." 
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The extraordinary bulk which this pamphlet has already reached 
compels Mr. Seymour to abridge his narrative of the proceedings 
of the Circuit Committee into as short a statement as possible. 

On the 9th of March^ 1861, it was evident to Mr. Seymour 
that mischief waa brewing against him. In the robing-room at 
York, a little knot of Q.C.'s, with two or three other seniors, were 
whispering together ; and their eyes, when they met Mr. Sey- 
mour^s, glanced looks of unutterable meaning. 

In the afternoon, Mr. Bliss, Q.C., announced to Mr. Seymour 
that, on that very day, he would move for a Committee to in- 
quire into rumours "in circulation" affecting Mr. Seymour's 
character [which really meant that a cHque on the circuity 
havmg first set the rumours afloat, then instigated the appoinir 
ment of a Committee on the score of a scandal of which they 
themselves were the authors] ! 

A Committee was named. Its main feature was a working 
majority of Q.C.X to try a Q.C., professionally their rival — ^poli- 
tically their opponent A learned Serjeant was named upon it, 
but he declined to serve, frankly owning that the matter having 
been known on circuit years before, ought^ if at all, to have been 
investigated then ; and the proceeding was, to say the least of it^ 
now '* too lateJ' 

The sole object of the Committee, was expressly declared to be, 
to inquire into the circumstances under which Mr. Seymour had 
withdrawn his pleas in Mr. Parker's action in 1858, 

The Committee having been appointed on March 9th, allowed 
the rest of York, and the whole of the Liverpool, Assizes to pass 
over without holding a single sitting, so jealous were they of the 
honour of one of their own body ; so anxious not to wound un- 
necessarily his feelings, or damage his professional career I 
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At length, on the 13th of April, the CSommittee met in 
London. They heard Mr. WooUett and Mr. Wilson, but so un- 
satisfactory was their rate of progress, that Mr« Seymour wrote 
as follows : — 

** 2, Doctor Johnson 8 BnildingB, Temple, E.C., 

*' April 23, 1861. 

*' Dear Mr. Jtinior, — ^The delay which is taking place in the progress of 
the Conimittee's proceedings is very prejadlcial to me, and enables my 
enemies to drcolate the most cruel reports about me. I hare quite as 
much reason to wish Mr. Parker to be examined, as those can have who 
calculate on his evidence proving damaging to me ; but Ihe mischief of 
postponing the Committee s decision any longer is so obvious, that I beg 
you will ^ another, and, if possible, a final meeting during this week, 

^In Ixxly and mind I can nave no rest till my character is vindicated by 
a fun explanation of this matter. 

« Yours feithftOly, 

" W. DioBT Smm ouB. 

** The Junior, Northern Circuit." 

A day or two after this, Mr. Parker Was examined before the 
Committee: His evidence was of the same vague and unsatis- 
factory chajracter as it appears in the foregoing pages. . He had, 
however, an advantage, common alike to him and his two wit- 
nesses, that, with a delicacy they, at all events, duly appreciate, 
the Committee refrained from putting any questions which could 
possibly disturb the thread of their story, or test the accuracy of 
their &cts. 

At the close of Mr. Parker's evidence, the Committee hit upon 
the idea, of suggesting that his action should be revived, and the 
cause of May, 1858, proceed to trial in July, 1861, both parties, 
however, to be placed in the same position as they occupied 
before Mr, Seymour withdrew his pleas, 

Mr. Seymour at once consented to this ; so, with some reluc- 
tance, did Mr. Parker. 

The Committee broke up. They had clearly abdicated their 
functions. They had, however, devised a plan of getting rid of 
all responsibility, while Mr. Seymour would go before a jury with 
the prejudice arising jQrom the appointment of the Committee, 
and from the very fact that he had been s^at by them before a 
jury ! to say nothing of the loss of witnesses by death or absence 
since 1858. 

Mr. Seymour lost no time in prepariAg for this new emergency. 
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On ihe 1st of May he wrote to the official representative of the 
circuit the following letter : — 

" May 1st, 1861. 

" Dear Sir, — ^As I am anxious to obtain, if possible, during the approach- 
ing sittings after term, the decision of the jury to whom 3ie Committee 
have refeired me, Phave lost no time in instructing my solicitors to take the 
best opinion they can obtain at the Bar, as to the evidence it will be abso- 
lutely necessary to have forthcoming at the trial 

*' I need hardly remind you that it is one thing to have been ready, as I 
was, to lay before the Committee, who would not limit me to the rigid rules 
of practice, a case which would have been sufficient to satisfy their minds 
in my favour, and it is quite another thing to be able immediately to com- 
mand, after ihe lapse of six years from the original transaction, and three 
from the settlement — ^which was thought final— of the action, the personal 
testimony of those who can throw light on the matter, and on my motives 
in relation to it. 

'^ I have now to ask you, with a view to facilitate me in preparing my 
case, that the Committee will allow me to obtain from tne shoruiand 
writer a copy of the documentary and oral evidence which has been given 
before them. 

" Yours truly, 

" Hon. A. LiddeU, Q.C." " W. Digby Sbtmoue. 

This letter [which, like the former, is not even mentioned in 
the Committee's i/mpa/rtial Report f\ shows Mr. Seymour's readi- 
ness in preparing to follow the course he had accepted. 

On the same day, however, a very different letter was written 
to the Committee by Mr. Parker : — 

" Great Baddow House, near Chelmsford, 

May 1, 1861. 
'^ Dear Sir, — I address you as the Chairman of the Committee inquiring 
into the matter of Mr. Digby Seymour. 

'' That there may be no mistake and no unnecessary delay, I think it 
right to state that I expect that the initiative for setting aside the judg- 
ment shall be taken by Mr. Seymour, and that he shall support a summons 
for that purpose by an affidavit that, when he abandoned his defence, he 
believed, and had reason for believing, that the charge of fraud was with- 
drawn. 

'* K the affidavit is satisfSax^ry, I shall consent to the summons. If I 
consider it unsatisfactory, T will submit it to the Committee. 

'' I think it rig^ht also to state that I consider myself entitled at the trial 
to make use of uie fact of the judgment having been suffered, and of all 
the attendant circumstances, in such a way as my counsel shall think fit. 
By waiving the judgment, I do not intend to surrender my own views of 
any of the transactions either before or after action brought. 

^' I also expect that his affidavit, which was used on the hearing of the 
summons for postponing the trial, shall be filed. 

'' I request that you will communicate this to the Committee, and to 
Mr. Seymour. 

" I have the honour to be, 

"Dear Sir, 
" Your most obedient humble Servant, 
" Henry Bliss, Esq., Q.C., &c., " James Parker. 

Temple.'^ 
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« 

Here is a plaiii departure from the arrangement agreed to in 
the presence of the Committee. Two new conditions are now 
imposed — ^the first hmniliating, the second unreasonable. A 
more obvious breach of faith could not be committed 

Mr. Seymour, on being informed of this, and considering his 
position altered, resolved to consult Mr. Lush, Q.C., than whom 
the Bar of England, in front row, or in back benches, does not 
contam an abler lawyer, or a more honourable man. 

A little delay on this account having necessarily occurred, on the 
22nd of May Mr. Liddell wrote to Mr. Seymour as follows ; — 

"Twisden Buildings, 22nd May, 1861. 

" Dear Sir, — You may remember my telling you that the Committee of 
the Northern Circuit had [adjourned till to-day, to give time for the neces- 
sary steps to be taken in the matter between yourself and Mr. Parker. 

" The Committee will meet, proformAf to-day at Mr. Bliss's, and it might 
be convenient, if you woidd inform me what steps have been taken, and 
how the matter stands. 

" Believe me, yours faithfully, 

A. F. O. Liddell. 
" W. D. Seymour, Esq., M.P., Q.C." 

Mr. Seymour replied on the same day \the vmpartial report 
is silent as to this letter, too !] as follows : — 

" 2, Doctor Johnson's Buildings, Temple, E.C., 

"May 22nd, 1861. 

" Dear Sir, — I laid all the facts of the matter which has been the subject 
of the Conmiittee's inquiry before Mr. Lush, by whose opinion I liave 
determined to be guided. 

'^ He advised me some days ago to take no steps without his further 
opinion, which I hope to have to-morrow, and upon which I shall act. 

" Yours truly, 

"W. DiGBT Setmoub. 
" Hon. A. Liddell, Q.C." 

On the 27th May Mr. Seymour enclosed to Mr. Liddell a copy 
of the correspondence between himself and Mr. LusL The fol- 
lowing is Mr. Lushes letter : — 

" Dear Sir, — In reply to yours of this morming, I beg to say, 

" First. That having only heard one side, I do not feel myself in a 
pajpftion to give an opinion on the merits ; but my impression, derived from 
the fetters, &c., shown me, is that yours is the correct account. 

" Secondly. I am of opinion that the judgment, as indicated by the judg- 
ment paper, which is at present the only record of judgment, is on the in- 
debitatus counts only. 

" Thirdly. If the present judgment "were satisfied, I think that the roll 
could not be made up without entering a nolle prosequi on the special 
•counts. 

" Fourthly. Under present circumstances^ I do not advise you to seek to set 



PROCEEDINGS OF THE NORTHERN CIRCUIT COMMITTEE. 255 

cmde the jtidgmenty or to take any gteps to bring about -a trial. This, as 
you are aware, is merely a repetition of what I suggested at our first 

consultation. 

" Excuse great hastjB. Yours truly, 

" KoBT. Lush. 
" W. Digby Seymour, Esq., Q.C." 

[" Letters, &c.,'' is the expression of Mr. Lush. The " &c." is 
omitted from this letter in the Committee's Report !] 

The Committee resumed their sittings on Jime 4th. Mean- 
while, the Benchers had summoned Mr. Seymour before them. 
There are members of the Committee who could throw light on 
the means by which this was brought about The Circuit jackall 
had prepared a meal for the Temple Uon ! . 

Distracted by two secret tribunals sitting upon him at the same 
time^ Mr. Seymour raised his voice against this extraordinary 
anomaly. 

He wrote the following letters to the Committee : — 

" 2, Doctor Johnson's Buildings, Temple, E.C., 

"June 21st, 1861. 
" Dear Sir, — I really am imequal to the task of attending to two tribunals 
at the same time. I had to hurry from Mr. Bliss's chambers the other 
evening, after speaking nearly three hours, to cross-examine witnesses 
before the Benchers ! I shall give you notice as soon as I can, but the 
convenience of the Committee is not the only thing to be consulted, and 

THE TREATMENT I AM NOW REOErVENG IS SOMETHING I IMAGINE HITHERTO 

UNHEARD OF. It is not my fault that so short a time is now left before 
the Assizes; for, from the hour the Committee was named, until the present, 
I have pressed them to go on, and they will, I am sure, recollect that the 
main cause of delay arose from the suggestion about going to trial. 

"Yours, &c., 
" W. DiGBT Seymour. 
" The Junior, Northern Circuit." 



" 2, Doctor Johnson's Buildings, Temple, E.C., 

"June 29th, 1861. 
" Sir, — I was distinctly assured, when I consented to the appointment 
of a Committee of the Northern Circuit, that no action would be taken 
by the Benchers of the Middle Temple until tiie Committee had made 
their report As the Benchers have now entered on the inquiry, I really 
must decline to appear before the Committee until I receive their de- 
cision, and I am surprised that you should not acknowledge the justice 
and propriety of this course. Mra. Seymour will, I am sure, dtUy appre- 
ciate your willingness to receive her written statement. 

"Yours, &c., 

" W. DiGBT Seymour. 
" The Junior, Northern Circuit." 

Shame at last compelled the Committee to yield what gene- 
rosity had not even suggested. They adjourned till the inquiry 
before the Benchers should terminate. 
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The proceedings before the Benchers during the long interval 
which followed are revealed in the foregoing pages. They will form 
a melancholy parenthesis in the stoiy of an anxious lifetime ! 

On Feb. 3rd, 1862, Mr. Seymour was simmioned again before 
the Committee. "Your Committee/* says their report, "had 
heard rumours that the judgment of the Benchers of the Middle 
Temple contained censures on Mr. Seymour s conduct respecting 
the subject of your Committee's inquiry.'' 

Of course they had ! True, the censure of the parental tribunal 
had not been " screened ;" but, when Tory editors at Southampton 
could read the handwriting on the wall of the secret chamber, 
little marvel that the Committee were fully informed, too ! 
" Rumours," indeed ! Will the Committee venture to say that 
one of their body had not read, at this very time, the Benchers' 
"judgment?" 

Mr. Seymoiur was applied to by the Committee for a copy of 

the " Judgment" He declined to produce a document which at 

once acquitted and condemned — absolved and libelled him ! The 

following letter on that subject was written to the Committee by 

Mr. Seymour : — 

" 2, Doctor Johnson's Baildings, Tem^de, E.C., 

" Feb. 3rd, 1862. 

" Sir, — I have the honour to acknowledge your note, enclosing me a 
copy of a resolution of the Committee of the Northern Circuit, calling on 
me to attend at Mr. Bliss's chambers to-day, to lay before them a copy of 
the judgment of the Bench of the Middle Temple. I beg to say, that I 
decline to do so, and that I object to that jud^ent being used against me, 
or in my favour. The Committee was appomted by the circuit to inves- 
tigate for itself, and to form its own judgment on the matter referred to 
it, and I cannot understand how it can, consistently with the duty that it 
owes to the circuit, allow itself to be influenced by the opinion of another 
set of gentlemen upon the result of a different inquiry. At all events, I 
will not be a party to what appears to me a most irregular course of pro- 
ceeding. With reference to the intimation that the Committee is about to 
proceed with the investigation, I beg to protest against its doing so, at 
least until they or I have had the opportunity of takmg the opinion of the 
circuit upon the fitness of any further proceedings. If the circuit should 
decide that, after all that has occurred, I ou^ht still to be subjected to the 
torture of further inquiry, I must submit ; but I have a fair right to ask 
the Committee; who have thought proper to do nothing for so many months, 
to give me the trifling further delay which may be necessary to take the 
opinion of the circuit on the subject. 

** Yours, &c., 

" W. DiOBT Seymour. 

"The Junior, Northern Circuit." 

Mr, Seymour, in obedience to a summons, again appeared a few 
days after this before the Committee. He was then called on to 
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complete his case, and informed that the Committee had resolved 
to report before the Circuit, and that three would thenceforth be 
a quorum ! Mr. Seymour protested — ^he pointed to the time the 
Benchers had taken — he stated that none of his papers were yet 
returned to him — ^he urged that it was impossible to produce 
witnesses in so short a time, whose convenience he must consult 
as he could not subpoena them. "They can send us written 
stateijpents/' said the Committee. But Mr. Seymour replied that 
he preferred that they should be heard vivd voce. " You can 
give us a copy of the whole proceedings before the Benchers," 
suggested the Committee ; but Mr. Seymour answered that, in 
the Benchers' Beport, all the cases were jumbled up together, 
and it was impossible for him, with any justice to himself, to 
adopt that suggestion. 

The Committee continuing obstinate, Mr. Seymour succeeded 
in obtaining the attendance of two witnesses, Mr. Bennett and 
Mr. Dean. He also handed in a Statutory Declaration of Mr. 
Wright. 

He could not at the moment do more ; and finding the Com- 
mittee deaf to his urgent entreaty that they would, under the 
circumstances, postpone their sittings till after circuit, he, on the 
12th February, wrote to them as follows : — 

" 2, Doctor Johnson's Buildings, Temple, E.C., 

»' Feb. 12th, 1862. 

" Sir, — I am disappointed in not being able to procure the attendance 
to-daj of the witnesses I intended to call, and who are prevented from 
attending by causes which I cannot conteol ; nor have I yet received my 
books and papers from the Middle Temple. 

'^ I cannot, with any justice to myself (and there are other interests than 
those merely of self involved), allow the case for my defence to be hurried 
to an end, however much such a course may suit the convenience of the 
Committee. 

" It is impossible for me to undertake to conclude my case this week ; 
and, with every respect for the Circuit, I decline to attend again before the 
Committee until Circuit is over. 

'' I protest against the Committee making any report upon a case which, 
so far as I am concerned, is not yet dosed. 

^' I also protest against any application to the Benchers for a copy of 
their judgment, and against any use or publication of it. My reasons for 
this course 1 have already conveyed in my last letter to you, and in my re- 
marks to the Committee last Wednesday. 

"Your obedient Servant, 

**W. DiGBT Sbtkour. 

" The Junior, Northern Circuit.^' 

Mr. Seymour was now in this position. He had made a state- 

33 
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ment which appears this moment imperfect, and full of blank 
spaces in Mr. Walsh's notes — spaces left for the insertion of docu- 
ments THE COMMITTEE HAVE NEVER READ. He had Called twO 

witnesses only, having several more to produce, and some who 
had not been before the Benchers. His case was not closed. 
His defence was not heard ! 

The scene now shifts again to York. It is just one year since 
the Committee was appointed. Stung by the underhand pub- 
licity given to the Benchers' ** Judgment," Mr. Seymour had 
made a speech at Southampton in which he pointed at his own 
circuit, and his '^ real accusers.'' This event was not calculated 
to soothe down the animosities of the clique who had resolved on 
his destruction. 

A notice is put up in the robing-room, to the effect that a 
motion will be made, at a special court of the circuit, to print 
the Committee's report. 

Mr. Seymour attended the "court" Mr. Stephen Temple, 
Q.C. [from whom, of all men, some feeling for another's troubles 
might have been expected !], occupied the chair. Just before the 
proceedings began, Mr. Seymour saw Mr. Bliss, Chairman of the 
Committee, go to the door, and receive from the hands of Mr. 
Foster, printer and publisher of the Yorkshire Gazette, a good old 
Tory newspaper, the raw material of the report — so fully did Mr. 
Bliss rely on carrying his motion, that the report was in the 
printer s hands before leave was given to print it I 

The motion was made. Mr. Seymour stepped forward, and in 
a few sentences urged upon the Circuit the fact that his de- 
fence had not been closed, his witnesses had not been heard, and 
that the report must therefore be of necessity '*ex parte" and un- 
just. He simply begged for a postponement till all the evidence 
was before the Committee and the Circuit. 

Acting upon the impulse of a manly generosity, Mr. Forsyth, 
Q.C., seconded Mr. Seymour's amendment. He, too, strongly 
urged that Mr. Seymour was entitled to the concession he asked, 
upon the most ordinary principles of justice. How did the Com- 
mittee meet this prayer for postponement ? They actually made 
it a matter of their personal character, and called on the Circuit 
not to condemn them, by refusing to print their report ! The 
appeal was successful, and subtlety triumphed over justice. 

Mr. Seymour was not surprised. He anticipated no other 
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result. He contented himself with handing The Junior a letter 
he had previously written, and which ran as follows : — 

"Northern Circuit, York, March 8, 1862. 

" Sir, — I observe, by a notice posted in the Kobing Room, that the Com- 
mittee of the Northern Circuit intend to present a report to the Circuit 
tliis day, and to ask that it should be printed for circulation among the 
members of the Bar, which, of course, would in effect be giving it complete 
publicity. 

" That report must, of necessity, be partial and unjust. The Committee 
have heard the case against me with care and deliberation. They have 
not heard my case in answer to it. Even my statement, as appears by the 
shorthand writer's notes, is full of blank spaces to be filled up with docur 
ments, of the importance of which the Committee cannot judge till they 
are laid before them. 

''I have much to complain of, but I did not think the ill-feeling enter- 
tained towards me would culminate to this ! 

" No sooner had the Benchers of the Middle Temple delivered their 
^judgment,* than I was called upon, with unmerciful haste, to attend 
before the Committee, which had already suspended its sittings for several * 
months. 

" From a feeling of respect to the Circuit, I obeyed their summons, 
although I had not then, nor have I yet, received back the various docu- 
ments and letters relating to Parker's case which I laid before the Benchers, 
and without which it was impossible for me to complete my defence. 

" Having appealed, in vain, to the Committee for a little time, I tried to 
procure tlie attendance of some witnesses before them. Two gentle- 
men did attend — ^I mean Mr. T. R. Bennett, of the Oxford Circuit, and 
Mr. Dean, of New Broad-street, solicitor, either of whose evidence, unless 
toUfvIly false, absolves me from the charge which, alone, the Committee were 
appointed to investigate. 

** I did not wish, however, to leave the case there, as I desired to produce 
further evidence, both oral and documentary, part of which I was not in a 
position to command when I was before the Benchers. 

" I accordingly begged for some extension of time, but I was informed 
that the Committee would sit from day to day, that three would, for the 
future, be a quorum (a course the Circuit did not authorise, and to which I 
was not invited to assent), and that they were resolved to make their re- 
port before Circuit — which was, in fact, confining me to a limited period 
of less than a week to conclude my case, and adduce witnesses I could only 
ask as a favour to come, and could not subpoena. 

" Nothing upon this remained for me but to protest, in the strongest 
manner, against such unparalleled injustice, and to decline to attend again 
before the Committee. 

" I now find that, not content with preparing a report on a half-heard case, 
they propose to print and circulate it. 

" I have only to raise my voice in solemn protest against such an outrage 
ON ALL SENSE OF JUSTICE, AND EVEN OF DEGENCT ; and, as this last act of 
the Committee convinces me of their determination to prejudge and con- 
demn me — ^without hearing my defence, it only remains for me to withdraw 
myself from the jurisdiction of a tribimal which is capable of such conduct. 
To effect this, and to preserve my legal rights from being met by any tech- 
nical plea, I hereby resign my membership of the Mess of the Northern 
Circuit. "I am. Sir, 

** Your obedient Servant, 

** The Junior, Northern Circuit." " W. Diqby Setmour. 
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Mr. Seymour 8 letter and resignation in no way affected the 
obstinate pertinacity of Mr. Bliss. The report was read, and 
ordered to be printed. 

On the following day one hundred and fifty " private and 
confidential" copies of the report were sent from the printer for 
circulation among the Bar ! 

A more unrighteous document never issued from the printing- 
press ! From beginning to end, the " suppressio veri," and 
" suggestio falsi,'* are equally conspicuous ! Instead of being a 
faithful summary of the Committee's proceedings, it is a perver- 
sion of truth and a travestie of justice ! 

Here it is : — 

[Private mid ConfidentialJ]* 

. " The Committee of the Members of the Bar on the Northern Circuit, 

appointed at York on the 9th of March, 1861, to inquire into the Nature 

and Truth of certain Reports in circulcUionf affecting the Character of 

Mr. Wm. Diqby Setmour, and to report upon the same to the Grand 

Court, having closed their Inquiiy, now desire respectfuUj to report :- 

" That your Committee commenced their labours on the 13th of April, 

1861, and have tcJsen careX to have at their numerous meetings a short-hand 

"writer present, to record their proceedings. Your Committee now beg to 

lay before and deposit with the Circuit a transcript of that short-hand 

writer's notes. To those notes your Committee wish respectfully to refer, 

while thev endeavour to condense as shortly as possible a statement of the 

case which they believe those notes to present. 

" The subject to which the inquiry of your Committee was directed 
related to a certain action that had been brought against Mr. Seymour by 
Mr. James Parker, an attorney at Chelmsfora, in March 1858 ; in which 
action, besides the money count, Mr. Seymour was also charged with de- 
frauding Mr. Parker of the sum of £600 ; and Mr. Seymour, having pleaded 
to the several counts of the declaration, afterwards in August of that year 
withdrew the whole of his pleas, and suffered judgment to be signed against 
him by default.§ 

'^ The transaction, out of which this suit arose, appeared to be the follow- 
ing. In the year 1855 Mr. Seymour was concerned in certain patents for 
improvements in the art of printing, called Beuiowsky's Patents ; and on 
the 16tli of August, 1855, Mr. Seymour made respecting these patents an 
agreement with Mr. Parker, in pursuance of which Mr. Parker then 
handed to Mr. Seymour a check for £500. 

'^ Mr. Parker insists that the agreement upon which this check was so 
handed to Mr. Seymour was, that it should be paid into the Koyal British 
Bank,|| together with an equal sum to be there paid by Mr. Seymour, and 
should there remain in deposit at interest, until the practicability of bring- 
ing out a Joint Stock Company to work Beniow8k3r's Printing Patents 
could be ascertained ; in order that in the meantime Mr. Parker might 

* 159 Copies printed at Tcrhshire Gazette office. 

t Add, ** by certain members of this circuit." 

t What does this expreesion indicate ] 

§ 1b this an impartial statement 1 

II Mr. Parker flatly denies that any bank was named I 
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inquire and decide whether he would take any and what share with Mr. 
Seymour in the Company, and that Beniowsky, or those interested in the 
Patents, might feel assured that there were persons ready with money to 
be appropriated to the Company after such inquiry and decision.*^ 

" Mr. Seymour, on the other hand, asserted that the agreement, upon 
which this check for £500 was then handed to him, and, as he said, pressed 
and forced upon him by Mr. Parker, was, that Mr. Parker should there- 
upon acquire a joint interest with him and hold one-half of his interest in 
the Patents, and that an aggregate sum of £1,000 of which Mr. Seymour 
intended to contribute the other £500, should be expended by him in 
bringing out the Company, and be a charge upon it ;t Mr. Seymour being 
then under an obligation to Mr. Greene (who also was interested in those 
Patents)]: to spend that sum for that purpose. And Mr. Seymour further 
asserted that, afterwards, when Mr. Parker demanded back his money, 
he, Mr. Seymour, considered and treated the £500 as a debt due from him 
to Mr. Parker. § 

'* Mr. Parker asserted that no third person was present when the agree- 
ment was made ; and, according to his statement, the agreement was con- 
cluded in a railway carriage coming upon that day from Brighton to 
London. On arriving at the London Bridge Station, Mr. Seymour and 
Mr. Parker went into a stationer's shop, and Mr. Parker then drew and 

fave the check to Mr. Sejrmour. The check was payable to self or bearer. 
[r. Seymour immediately crossed and paid it on the same day, the 16th of 
August, 1855, into the Royal British Bank, to the credit of an account 
which he then by this payment opened in his own name alone. After- 
wards, and within two months, Mr. Seymour drew out the whole of this 
money. 1 1 

*' Mr. Seymour asserts, in general terms, that between his receipt of this 
check and Christmas of that year he expended £700 in endeavouring to 
bring out a Joint Stock Company to work those Patents. Some items 
only of this alleged expenditure of £700 were furnished by Mr. Seymour, 
and one item, of £200, was stated to have been paid to a Mr. Chilton, who, 
Mr. Seymour said, undertook to procure for that sum four City Directors. IT 
The names of these Directors were never communicated to Mr. Seymour, 
Mr. Chilton only telling him the Directors should be forthcoming when- 
ever the Company was formed. The Company was never formed. Mr. 
Parker demanded back his money on the 12th of November of that year. 

** Soon after the agreement had been made, and the £500 had been re- 
ceived by Mr. Seymour, Mr. "Woollett, a barrister, who had shortly before 
introduced Mr. Seymour to Mr. Parker, and who appears to have had 
some fears respecting the connexion between Mr. Seymour and Mr. Parker, 
went expressly to ]k&. Seymour at Brighton, and inquired of him what had 
taken place : and, according to Mr. Woollett's statement, Mr. Seymour 
answered that his not having mentioned the matter to Mr. Woollett was 
owing wholly to Mr, Parhef^a express injunction {f\ but that they were 
going to buy a valuable patent, that Mr. Parker was to put down £5(X), 
and he (Mr. Seymour) was to put down £500, and the money was to bear 
interest at the rate of five per cent, on a deposit note at the Banker's. 
Mr. Woollett is not sure that he then said, * Then no money has been 

* Mr. Parker never said this ! The Committee put his case in the most 
plausible shape ; but even then it is absurd upon the face of it. As if Mr. Seymour 
would put £.00 in a bank till Mr. Parker should decide whether, &c. ! 

t A total misrepresentation of what Mr. Seymour said ! 

j Who was the principal in the agreement with Mr. Seymour. 

§ This is an entire perversion of what Mr. Seymour stated. 

li Equally untrue and uDfair; see Mr. Seymour's letter to the Junior, post. 
. II For that sum to procure, not ** to procure for that sum.** 



262 PROCEBDINOS OF THE NORTHERN CIRGTJIT COMMITTEE. 

advanced,' but feel certain' that he went away under that impression. In 
the affidavit made by Mr. "Woollett, as hereinafter mentioned, Mr. "Woollett 
states that he was ^Iso farther told by Mr. Seymour at this interview, 
that the money was not to be touched until the arrangement was carried 
out.* 

*^ On the 24th of September, in the same year, Mr. Wilson, the managing 
clerk of Mr. Parker, had an interview with Mr. Seymour upon the subject 
of this transaction ; and, according to Mr. Wilson's statement, Mr. Sey- 
mour then told him that he (Mr. Seymour) had placed the £500 in a Joint 
Stock Bank, to bear interest at five per cent, until Mr. Parker required it, 
and that he (Mr. Seymour) had the same sum of his own money in a similar 
position. 

**0n the 12th of November, in the same year, Mr. Parker — who had in 
the meanwhile shown much interest in the success of the patents, and 

TAKEN SOME PART IN THE FORMATION OF THE COMPANY, having satisfied 

himself that the project was impracticable or f unprofitable, gave notice 
of his intention to have no share in it, and demanded back his £500 with 
interest ; and Mr. Wilson, who made this demand, says that Mr. Seymour 
promised to get the money for him from the Bank. Mr. Seymour, in 
alluding to this demand by Mr. Wilson, stated to your Committee that, 
after representing the hardship of letting Mr. Parker go out of the concern, 
and repaying him the money he had put in, he added, ' I dare say I could 
get other people to join me, and in the course of two or three months I 
should be happy to let Mr. Parker have his £500 back again, I, of course, 
taking to his interest.' And Mr. Seymour asserted to your Committee 
that he was then satisfied, notwithstanding the charge of £700, that he 
could have sold the shares of the intended company at an advanced price.]! 

"It will be observed that the account thus given by Mr. Seymour, 
whether of the original agreement, or what followSd upon the money being 
demanded back, is at variance with the accounts given by Mr. Parker, by 
Mr. Wilson, and by Mr. Woollett.§ Your Committee therefore draw par- 
ticular attention to the correspondence which took place when the money 
was demanded. On the 26tn of November, 1855, Mr. Seymour writes 
to Mr. Parker in the words following : — 

" * I have been hoping to have heard from you, and trust that you are, 
ere this, sufficiently restored to be able to let me see you before I leave for 
the Winter Assizes on Saturday. I was much surprised at Mr. Wilson's 
summary announcement, that you had made up yc»ur mind to have nothing 
further to do with the Printing Company ; I of course would have raised no 
obstacle, but, considering the friendly spirit in which we have so often met^ 
I should have expected an equally friendly conclusion of the business— a 
personal interview is so much better than correspondence. Can you make 
an appointment either here or in Pall Mall for any day this week T 

" On the 9th of December, in the same year, Mr. Seymour again writes 
to Mr. Parker, as follows." 

[Mr. Seymour's Letter, ante, p. 103.] 

"To this letter Mr. Parker's answer (of the 10th of December, 1855) was 
as follows." 

[Ante, p. 104.] 



• Mr. Wobllett's visit was before the ^6600 was raised. The Committee forget 
to add that Mr. Seymour undertook to prove this. 

t " Or !'• 

t Mr. Seymour never said so. 

§ But Parker, Wilson, and Woollett are all at variance with each other I and 
Parker, Wilson, and Woollett are not the only witnesses in the case ! 
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• 

"To which answer Mr. Seymour replied, on the 11th of the same month, 
in the words following." 

[Ante, p. 105.] 

" Repeated attempts seem to have been made to obtain the £500 from' 
Mr. Seymour, but without effect." [TheReport then states the proceedings 
under 7 and 8 Vict, c. 70, the opposition by Mr. Parker, the nature of the 
declaration in his action, and Mr. Seymour*s pleas.] 

" Proposals for a compromise, and for payment by instalments, began 
then to DC made, on the part of the defendant, by letters. These proposals 
involved the withdrawal of the special counts of the declaration, and were 
declined. Notice of trial was given by the plaintii]^ on the 13th of May, 
1858, for the first sittings in Trinity Term, at Westminster Hall. 

** On the 14th of May, 1858, the defendant's attorney wrote again to in- 
quire whether all terms of compromise were declined ; and two days after 
an application was made by him to a Judge to postpone the trial. This appli- 
cation was heard on the 22nd of May, 1858, and an affidavit by Mr. Sey- 
mour was made and used, though not filed, of which the following is a 
copy." [Affidavit set out tn/ulL] 

"Affidavits in answer were made by Mr. Parker, Mr. Woollett, Mr. 
"Wilson, and another clerk of Mr. Parker, named Brooke. 

" The application to postpone the trial was refused.* Mr. Bennett, who 
attended as Counsel for Mr. Sejrmour before the Judge,t stated to your 
Committee that he was under the impression that, though no agreement 
upon the subject was come to, yet there was an understanding that, if 
Mr. Seymour withdrew his pleas, judgment would be taken on the common 
count alone. 

" Repeated offers were afterwards made on behalf of Mr. Sejonour to the 
plaintiff to give him judgment on the money count for ;£500, on condition 
of his withdrawing the counts for fraud. These offers were invambly 
refused ; Mr. •Parker expressly insisting upon either going to trial, or 
having judgment upon the whole declaration as it stood, Mr. Parker 
appears to have considered, not only that it was important to his pecuniary 
interest, but that his -character also was implicated in never withdrav^ing 
such a charge, once so formally made. 

" On the 7th day of June, 1858, Mr. Seymour took out a summons for 
leave to withdraw all his pleas ; which leave was, on the 8th day of June, 
1858, given, with the plaintiff's consent. Mr. Seymour accordingly withdrew 
all his pleas ; and, on the 8th day of June, 1858, he wrote to Mr. Parker, 
informing him of this, a letter in the following words." [Ante, p. 202.] 

" On the 13th day of September, 1858, the plaintiff signea judgment. 
The judgment paper is as follows : — 

" * James Parker against William Digby Seymour for ^00, and costs 
paid— Judgment on withdrawal of pleas.' 

" Mr. Seymour had on the 8th day of June, 1858, paid the plaintiff £20 
for the costs, and he further paid him £25 on account of the judgment. 
This is all he has ever paid.ltl 

" Your Committee now beg to call particular attention to the conduct of 
Mr. Seymour pending this inquiry before your Committee. 

" Mr. Seymour having insisted that, in withdrawing his pleas to the 
counts which charged him with fraud, he had acted undfer the belief that 
those counts would be abandoned, your Committee suggested to Mr. Parker 

* It was refused solely on account of the admission in the schedule. The 
Committee knew this, but wish it to be inferred that the judge did not believe Mr. 
Seymour's affidavit I 

t Mr. Bennett went much farther. He said this was the understanding at the 
time the pleas were withdrawn. 

1 That is untrue. 



264 FBOOBRDINOS OF TBB NOBTHBRIT CIRCUIT COHMITTEB. 

» 

that he should consent to allow the judgment to be set aside, and the pleas 
to be restored ; so that the question of fraud might be tried by a jury. Mr. 
Parker adopted this suggestion ; requiring •only an affidavit by Mr. Sey- 
mour that he really had withdrawn his pleas under that belief ; and Mjt. 
8eyinour accepted the offer.* Your Committee thereupon adjourned their 
inquiry, till after the trial could be had. 

** Upon this subject, Mr. Parker s^Pterwards addressed to the Committee 
a letter, which he appears also to have subsequently published in the 
Standard of the 13th February last, in the following words." [Ante, p. 253.] 
** After some considerable delay, your Committee were informed that 
Mr. Seymour declined to avail himself of this arrangement, and on the 
27th of May, 1861, he addressed to Mr. Liddell, who had written to request 
his attendance upon your Committee, a letter, of which the following is a 
copy : — • 

" * Dear Sir, — I beg to send you a copy of a correspondence between Mr. 
Lush and myself, which I request you will lay before the Committee.' 

" The correspondence, of which a copy was enclosed in the above letter, 
was as follows." [Antey p. 254] 

"Your Conunittee, consequently, on the 4th day of June, 1861, resumed 
their inquiiy, and continued the same. Mr. Seymour on the 21st and on 
the 29th days of June, 1861, addressed to the Junior, a member of your 
Committee, letters of which the following are copies." [Ante, p. 255.] 

" In consequence of these letters your Committee suspended their further 
inquiry. 

" Near the end of January, 1862, ruinours were in circulation that the 
Judgment of the Benchers had been communicated to Mr. Seymour in 
writing ; and on the 3rd day of Februarv, 1862, your Committee re- 
assembled to resume and pursue their inqmry, having previously given a 
week's notice to Mr. Seymour that such was their intention, and having 
desired him at the same time to produce and lay before them that judg- 
ment of the Benchers. On that day your Committee received from Mr. 
Seymour a letter, of which the following a copy." [Antey p. 256.] 

" Afterwards, on the same day, Mr. Seymour, being sent for, attended 
your Committee, and on being called upon to proceed with his case, and to 
produce the judgment of the Benchers, refused to produce that jud^ent, 
and protested against your Committee's proceeding further, until reference 
coidd be had to the Circuit ; urging, as his reason, the long interval that 
had occurred during which your Committee, he said, had done nothing, 
and also insisting that your Committee should accept the fact of his still 
continuing at the Bar, after an inquiry by the Benchers of his own Inn 
into this among other charges, as conclusive that he had been acquitted. 
Your Committee having heard rumours that the judgment of the Benchers 
of the Middle Temple contained censures on Mr. Seymour's conduct respect- 
ing the subject of your Committee's inquiry, had already applied to that 
Society for a copy of their judgment, and had already received from them an 
answer referring your Committee to Mr. Seymour ; they therefore now, 
upon his refusal to produce the judgment, resolved to apply again to the 
Benchers on that ground. This application was afterwards made, and 
again refused. 

"Being informed of these applications, and informed also that your 
Committee were determined to proceed with and finish their inquiry before 
Circuit, Mr. Seymour, still protesting, asked for further time ; which was 
granted, then, and afterwards, by repeated adjournments. 



• This is a total and gross misrepresentation. The offer Mr. Seymour accepted 
was without the condition of an affidavit, or the other condition imposed by Mr 
Parker. 
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" In the whole course of the inquiry, Mr. Seymour had produced only 
two witnesses. The difficulty which he urged, of procuring the attendance 
of witnesses, was met by your Qpmmittee's offering to receive either written 
statements from any of them, or a copy of the whole proceedings before 
the Benchers of the Middle Temple. 

" On being asked to furnish the short-hand writer with such documents 
as he had referred to in stating his case before your Committee, Mr. Sey- 
mour answered, that those documents were, with others, still in the hands 
of the Benchers, from whom he had vainly applied to obtain them. Mr. 
Seymour was distinctly informed that your Committee were resolved to 
continue their inquiry de die in diem until closed. And finally, on the 
10th day of February, 1862, on adjourning again at his request because he 
was then unprepared to go further, and on appointing the 12th day of 
February for the next meeting, and on expressing a hope that the inquiry 
would be finished that day, Mr. Seymour observed, * I hope so too, and 
that I shall then be able to produce sufficient evidence to satisfy myself 
that I may safely leave the case then in your hands. If not, should any 
difficulty arise, I must endeavour to cope with it.' 

'* Your Committee, on re-assembling on that day, were met by a letter 
from Mr. Seymour (dated the 12th of February), declining to attend again 
before your Committee till the circuit be over, and protesting against any 
application to the Benchers for a copy of their judgment^ and against any 
use or publication of it. 

" This letter was as follows." [ArUe, p. 267.] 

''Your Committee have felt stro^igiy the necessity of bringing their 
inqu^y to a^close and making their report to the circuit. Every conces- 
sion of time, and delay, and of receiving statements and documents in 
evidence, has been made to Mr.'Seymour [! J and every opportunity has been 
given to him, that your Committee could give, for the ndlest hearing his 
case [! ! !]. 

''Your Committee think it important to add that the judgment of the 
Benchers of the Middle Temple has now been published, and a copy is here 
. respectfully inserted." [** Judgment " inserted at lengthJ] 

*' In conclusion, your Committee feel themselves, under all the circum- 
stances, constrained to report to the Circuit, that the explanation which 
Mr. Seymour has offered of his conduct^ as well in respect of the action 
brought against him by Mr. Parker, as of the circumstances out of which 
that action arose, is by no means satisfactory.*^ 

" Your Committee do not feel themselves called upon to pronounce any 
expresg\^ opinion upon the question whether or not Mr. Seymour has been 
gmlty of defrauding Mr. Parker of his £500. They think it sufficient to 
state, what is beyond all controversy ; viz., 

" First ; — ^That Mr. Seymour has been most distinctly [!] charged with 
that fraud in an action brought against him on that account. 

" Second : — ^That having pleaded not guilty he has withdrawn that plea, 

and suffered judgment to go against him by default [! !]. 

% " Third i— That the charge of fraud having been repeated by Mr. Parker 

• before your Committee, and an opportimity having been given to Mr. 

V Seymour to set aside that judgment, restore his plea, and proceed to trial 

on the question of fraud, he has declined so to do \\ ! !]." 

"Northern Circuit, York, March 8, 1862." 



* Unsatisfactoiy, certainly, if the foregoing be a &ithful and impartial view 
of his conduct. 

t If they could have pronounced an " express OT^imon!* hostile to Mr. Seymour, 
is there a doubt that they would have done so ? 

34. 
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convey the impression that the " letters '' only were submitted to 
him by Mr. Seymour. 

13th. It glosses over Mr. Parker's breach of good faith in 
imposing two new conditions by his letter of May Ist^ and then 
finds that Mr. Seymour «* declined to go to trial/' though he 
promptly accepted the proposal, and only altered his mind when 
those conditions were impcied, and then upon the difitinct advice 
of Mr. Lush, Q.C. 

14th. It totally misrepresents Mr. Seymours position at his 
bankers, and puts a most unfair construction on Mr. Seymour s 
statement about expenditure. 

These are only some of the most obvious objections to this 
report. 

It is impossible to read it without perceiving the under-current 
of hostility and prejudice that runs throughout it from first to 
last. 

In one point, however, it renders Mr. Seymour a signal though 
unintentional service. It contains one short passage which is 
utterly fatal to Mr. Parker's veracity, as well as inconsistent with 
the Committee's representation of Mr. Parker's view of his agree- 
ment This is the passage : " On the 1 2th of November in the 
same year, Mr. Parker, who had, in the meantime, showed much 
interest in the success of the Patents, and TAKEN SOME PABT in 

THE POEMATION OF THE COMPANY," &C. 

Mr. Parker's whole case before both Benchers and Committee 
was, that he never even '* entertained " the idea of a Company, 
and that his money was to lie at the bank till he should make up 
his mind whether he would have anything to do with a company. 
Mr. Seymour asserted the contrary, and the Northern Circuit 
Committee have yielded unconsciously to the force of truth, and 
found, as to this, for Mr. Seymour ! 

On receiving a copy of the report, Mr. Seymour addressed the 
following letter to the Junior, and sent printed copies to the 
members of the Circuit then at York : — 

'* To the Junior of the Northern Circuit. 

" Sir, — I beg to acknowledge the receipt of a printed copy of the Eeport 
of the Committee. 

** This Beport justifies the course I took in protesting against its circula- 
tion until the whole evidence was laid before the Circuit. 

'' The Committee state that the Beport contains a condensed statement 
of the case which ' the Note$ present/ Allow me to point out to the Cir- 
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cuit a few of the groonds upon which I anbrnit that it scaicely ^Eects this 
object 

" Earagraphs 4 and 5 are 80 framed as to oonyey the impression, that the 
Committee believed Mr. Parker's account of the original transaction and 
not mine. 

"The Committee, however, omit to notice the important fact, that a 
Memorandum of Agreement, of August 24th, 1856, was signed by Captain 
Greene, M.P., and me, which embraced, among other things, the following 
stipulations ;-— Ist, The assignment to me of half Captain Greene's interest 
m the patents, conditioned on my undertaking to spend £1,000 in bringing 
out a company. 2nd, The appomtment of ]£•. Parker as solicitor to the 
company. 3rd, A limit of three months to form the company. 

"A still more remarkable fact is the total silence of the dommittee as to 
the evidence furnished by Captain Greene, in the form of a transcript from 
his private journal of notes made at the time to which they relate, and 
which is set out at length in the proceedings. 

** Captain Greene's statement is as follows : — 

♦i."t?"^^ ^ '^°^^' ^®^^» ^^' Seymour was a member of a Committee of 
the House of Commons, appointed to consider the best mode of economis- 
ing parliamentary printing, and so he became acquainted with the merits 
of these patents, of which he entertained a very favourable opinion. In 
July of that year I accidentally met Mr. Seymour, and mentioned to him 
my wish, that he would assist me in establishing a company to work these 
patents, telling him that £1,000 would be required for preliminary ex- 
P^^^ 5 and that I was anxious to have a first-class solicitor associated 
witti the undertaking. Mr. Seymour expressed his readiness to co-operate. 
1 think the headri of this understanding were reduced to writing. Some 
time afterwards, about the 18th or 19th of August, I made a more definite 
arrangement, which embraced the appointment of Mr. Parker as solicitor, 
Mid m general respects was similar to the foregoing. Mr. Parker came to 
Bow-street, and expressed himself greatly pleased, and told me at dinner, 
at the Wyndham Ulub, that any arrangement Mr. Seymour made he would 
be satisfied with. Subsequently a draft agreement was drawn up by my 
sohcitor, at Mr. Seymour's expense, embodying in more formal language 
the former arrangement Some objections in detail were made, but after- 
J^ ^^. Wilson, on Mr. Parker's behalf, expressed himself quite satis- 
fied ; still some minor points were raised, but I met Mr. Parker in Pall 
Mall, and asked him whether he was authorised to act for Mr. Seymour. 
He replied, «i a«i>" and then entered into other particulars about the works 
at Bow-street, to which Mr. Parker agreed on behalf of himself and Mr. 
Seymour, and I then considered all finaUy setOed, At the end of October, 
1 was informed Mr. Sevmour went to Newcastle. I heard from Mr. Wilson, 
on the 8th of November, that Mr. Parker was too unweU to attend to 
business. About the same time I met Mr. Seymour, who said that every- 
tibmg w^ most unfortunate, and that all the delays were caused by Mr. 
Wilson, but that he (Seymour) wcta moat anadotts to go on vdth the com/pany. 
Shortly after that T went to Chelmsford, when I saw Mr. Wilson, who re- 
ferred, when I was leaving, to a cheque for £500, which had been paid to 
Mr. Seymour as his (Mr. Parker's) share of the £1,000 towards preliminary 
^penses which he (Mr. Wilson) said he supposed was expending in Bow- 
street. I told him I had received from Mr. Seymour £60. I was informed 
by Mr. Parker that his health would not admit of his going on with the 
company, and the misunderstanding between him and Seymour terminated 
my connection -with them in the matter. I ought, however, to mention 
that Mr. Parker paid me £20 to meet some of tihie expenses afterwards. I 
always understood Mr. Parker was to have half Mr. Seymour's interest in the 
P<^^, and I know nothing about how they settled money matters until I 
Heard from Mr. Wilson, as before mentioned, being satisfied with> the un- 
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dertaking, that the £1,000 waa to be expended in preliminary expenses for 
the company. ^ After the hipse of so many years, I have given you the 
best explanation in my power, as I had never expected to have any 
reference made to me in the matter. 

" * I have the honour to be, Sir, 

" * Your obedient Servant, 
" ' The Hon. A. T. O. liddelL' « * John Grbknjs. 

" Captain Greene*s statement is utterly irreconcilable with Mr. P&rker's 
account ; and, from first to last, entirely supports mine. It is equally 
opposed to the evidence of Mr. Wilson. 

"There are also several letters of Mr. Parker which were read, but were 
not handed in by me, which are inconsistent with his r^resentation of the 
original transaction, and are, I contend, decisive in mv mvour. 

** It is stated in paragraph 6, that within two months, from August 6th, 
I ' drew out the whole of this money.' The inference from this is obvious ; 
but what are the fects ? My pass-book with the Royal British Bank shows 
that between August 17th and October 17th, I paid j£l,108 into my ac- 
count—that the entire credits down to November 2ndy when it was closed, 
amounted to ;£2,188. I then drew out a balance of £30 128. 2d, and trans- 
ferred my account to Coutiks's Bank, my pass-book with which house shows 
I had a constant average balance of £300 to £400 in my favour down to 
the end of 1856. 

The Committee do not notice the circumstance that not a farthing was 
drawn out of the Boyal British Bank for the space of twelve days after I paid 
in Mr. Parker's money ; and that, within that timey I signed a formal agree- 
ment with Caotain Greene, and did all that lay on me to do, in order to 
entitle me to draw against that money. 

"The 7th paragra^ states that I asserted, 'in general terms,' that I had 
expended £700. I was prepared, however, to enter into the details of this 
expenditure before the Committee, had I been allowed time to complete my 
defence. Exclusive of the £200 paid to Mr. Chilton, as to which I could 
have given corroborative evidence, I could have proved the following 
items : — £165 to purchase (with Mr. Parker's consent) a judgment which 
menaced the patents ; £100 paid to Mr. John Holmes, K)r services, &c. ; 
£60 to Captain Greene, for the works at Bow Street ; £50 to Mr. Eagar, for 
services, &c. ; £22 10s. for rent of offices ; £40 for office furniture ; £15 
for reports by Mr, BandalJs ; besides printing, stationery, travelling ex- 
penses, &c., &c., &c. 

" In paragraph 8, the Committee /£nc?, as a fact, that Mr. "WooUett's visit 
to Brighton was (rfter the £500 had been received. Had my defence pro- 
ceeded, I could have conclusively shown it was nearly a fortnight before! 

" As to paragraph 9, Captain Greene states that Mr. Wilson said, with 
reference to Mr. Parker's £500, that it had been paid to me as his share of 
the preliminary expenses of the Company, and that he (Mr. Wilson) * sup- 
posed it was expending in Bow Street.' * How,' as one of the Benchers 
exclaimed, ' coula it be deposited at a bank and expending in Bow Street ?' 

" As to paragraph 10, Mr. Parker pleaded illness as his reason for reiir- 
ing, and it was on that ground that 1 consented to waive the contract be- 
tween us. 

" See as to this Captain Greene's statement. His own and Mr. Wilson's 
letters to me are to the same effect. 

"The correspondence which follows is only a portion of that which 
passed, and the selection is certainly too limited to enable the Circuit to 
arrive at a fair conclusion. 

** As to my affidavit, Mr, Hudson would have attended before the Com- 
mittee if a little time had been given to secure his presence. 

" The second and third paragraphs of my affidavit are perfectly consistent 
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with the fiMsts. The consideration for the sale to me of half Captain 
Greene's interest was the expenditure by me of £1000, and Mr. Parker, 
by adTandng £500 for that purpose, in dOTect purchased half mj interest. 

" The letter of the 8th June, 1858, taken by itself, is open at first sight 
to an nn&yourable construction, but it should^ in justice to me, be read in 
connection with a letter of mine to Mr. Woollett of the same date, and also 
a letter of Mrs. Seymour's. It would then be seen that what I really ap- 
prehended was an execution issuing under the judgment ; and that the 
only thoucht I had in writing it was to induce Mr. Parker not to sign judg- 
ment at wL This alone was m my mind when I spoke of ' further steps,' 
for I ful]^ belieyed, at that moment, dZ impuialwn of fraud woe atUhonta- 
iivefy wuhdraton. It is a noticeable circumstance, too, that judgment waa 
not, in fEbct, signed till three months afterwards. 

'^ The Committee do not mention the fact that I handed in a statutory 
declaration of Mr. Wright, in which he details an interview with Mr. 
Woollett, when the latter stated he was authorised to give an assurance 
that every imputation was withdrawn, and complained of my objecting to 
withdraw my pleas. 

^ They do not refer to a letter from Messra lanklater and Hackwood, also 
before tnem, in which that firm write as foUows : — 

^ ^ On reference to our memoranda of the proposed terms of settlement^ 
Yourself ate. Parker, we find that one of the terms insisted on by us was, 
that the three first counts should be struck out of the declaration, and 
judgment signed on the fourth count only. It was afterwards sug^ted 
that the pleas should be withdrawn ; but, as we underetood, an the distinct 
arrangement that the three fvnt counts were pradicaUtf abandonedy and that 
if judgment was signed at ally it should onty be on the fourth count. We 
uiould not haye sanctioned a withdrawal but for this understanding, as 
Counsel had adyised that the only count on which he thought the plamtiff 
had any chance of success was the fov/rth count, and that not so much from 
your original liability as from your subsequent recognition of the daim, 
viz., by we insertion thereof under the priyate arrangement proceedings. 

^ It was my intention to haye called a gentleman from that firm bdfore 
the Committee. The entry under date June 7th, 1858, in their books 
would be found to furnish a remarkable confirmation of the fact of such an 
arrangement haying taken place, and of the bona fides of Mr. Wrighf s 
declaration. 

*^ The report does not notice the eyidence of Mr. Bennett, my counsel, 
trom. which I take the following extracts : — 

^ ' Mr. Bennett : The understanding, on my part, was that judgment 
was only to be signed for £500, on the money counts. I consider it a yery 
ffreat breach of fetith if the iudgment has been signed wholly ; and, if I had 
been informed of it, I should haye had no hesitation whateyer in inaking an 
affidavit that that judgment was signed in breach of faith.' * * * 

" * Mr. Seymour : You saw me perpetually at that time ; I was your under- 
tenant in the King*s Bench Walk, and you had an opportunity of forming 
an opinion upon my conduct and motiyes in this matter of Mr. Parker's. 
I, therefore, put it to you, as one barrister to another, whether, as far as 
you can form an opinion, I did not act, at the time when I consented to 
^ye Mr. Parker that judgment, imder t^e belief that the imputation of 
fraud was withdrawn ; and that I was giying l^im a judgment upon the 
money counts alone ? 

** *Mr. Bennett : Certainly. I did understand it so myself. * * 

" 'ld!r. Seymour: It took you by surprise to hear that there was any 
suggestion that the judgment had oeen signed upon the special counts ? 

** * Mr. Bennett : Yes. 

" * Mr. Seymour : Or that any imputation was made upon me as to the 
mode in which I had acted in settling that action ? 
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" ' Mr. Bennimt : It certainly did.* 

** The report does not notice the eyidenoe of Mr. Dean, a solicitor at least 
quite as respectable as Mr. Parker, who detailed a conversation with that 

Sentleman in March, 1861. The following are extracts from that evi- 
ence : — 

^ ^ Mr. Dean : * * He said he was happy to find Mr. Seymour had got 
silk ; and that there was no doubt about it, that there would be a li&e 
envy on the Circuit on that account, referring to Mr. Seymour not haying 
been so long at the Bar, being rather a younger member of the Bar than 
those gentlemen who, in the ordinary way, got silk. He was referring to 
Mr. Seymour getting silk earlier than some others, and particularly referring 
to th^ Northern Circuit. We had a conversation about it. I said, ' Wel^ 
Parker, the thing is this — ^your name, as I understand, from what I have 
heard, and from speaking afterwards to Mr. Seymour about it, seems to be 
mixed up as the mover in this against him.' He said, ' That cannot be 
because if he has told you (I do not know whether he has or not), when he got 
elected Member for Southampton I wrote him a congratulatory letter upon 
it and was very pleased indeed to hear of his elevation.' * * * He said, 
' All I can say is, that I am very sorry to hear it ; I certidnly am no party 
to it ; and with respect to the action^ as far as my memory goes^ it foas an 
amicable settlement. There were charges withdra/wn on each side, and we 
signed jttdgment, I said, ' If ^ou could say that^ it would be more satisfac- 
tory, because the principal point is, that the charge of fraud was not with- 
drawn.' ' Well,' he said, ^ 1 went to see if I had got the papers, and I find 
that I have not, but that is mt rkkembbangb.' * * * 

^ * Mr. Sktmour : Having heard an explanation from me in the House 
of Commons, did that explanation and the result of your interview with 
Mr. Parker agree with regard to the settlement of the action ? 

" 'Mr. Djban : Certainly it did.' 

" I confess I do not see why so much weight should be given to th^ 
pvidence of Mr. Parker's counsel, Mr. WooUett, and so little to that of 
mine, Mr. Bennett ; or why Mr. Wilson, Mr. Parker's derk, should find 
more favour in the eyes of the Committee than Mr. Dean. 

''The Beport does not even glance at the strange inconsistency between 
Mr. Parkers letters to me in 1859-60 and 1861, as contrasted with his evi- 
dence before them. Take the following specimens : — 

" * Baddow House, May 5th, 1859. 

" ' My dear Sir, — I congratulate you heartily on your return for South- 
ampton. " * Yours very &ithfully, 

'' ' Jambs Parker. 
**'W. Digby Seymour, Esq., MJP.' 

« ' Baddow, 18th June, 1859. 

" ' My dear Sir, — Can you support the third reading of the Charing 
Cross Bailway Bill on Tuesday next ? I am a director, and an opposition 
is certain. ** * Yours faithfully, 

** ' Jahxs Parkbr. 

" * W. Digby Seymour, Esq., M.P.' 

'' 'Essex Lunatic Asylum, Brentwood, 
" ' 21st June, 1859. 

•^ ' My dear Sir, — ^I am much obliged by your note. I have been obliged 
to be here to-day, and to-morrow I have a jury cause to attend, as well as 
a copyhold court, so that I cannot be in London to-night. 

"' Yours feithfuUy, . 

'"JaUBS PARKBlt. 

" W. Digby Seymour, Esq., M.P.' 
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« Are these letters consistent with the idea that when Mr. Parker wrote 
them he considered he was writing to a man who had admitted himself 
guilty of defrauding him ? OredaiJitdcBus ApeUa I 

*^ The Committee offer no opinion as to the character of the judgment as 
it stands, althou^ one of their body expressed his opinion, in accordance 
with that of Mr/Lush, that the judgment is signed under the indMtatus 
counts only ; and the clerk of the judgments, on being applied to, said that 
there could be no possible question ab»ut it. 

'^ The certified extract in my possession states it to be a ^ final judg- 
ment.' 

'' There is one passage in the report which is not accurate in point of 

fjACt. 

" At the bottom of p. 6 the report says : — 

" * Mr. Parker adopted the suggestion [of going to trial], requiring only 
an affidavit by Mr. Seymour that he really had withdrawn his pleas under 
that belief and Mr. Seymour accepted the offer.' 

« This is not correct The suggestion of the Committee to which I 
assented was that the pleas shoukL be restored, and Mr. Parker and I 
placed exactly in the tame ponHon as we toere before I withdrew them. This 
was a fair proposition, ana we both accepted it. Mr. Parker, however, a 
day or two afterwards, cUparted from Am agreem^it He then,/or the first 
tuMy insisted on two new conditiona— Ist^ that I should make an affidavit 
to hU satia&ction, &c. ; and, 2nd, that he should be at liberty £0 avail him- 
self of the fact of judgment having been signed, and aU the attendant cir- 
cumstances (vide his letter, p. 7 of report, ante, p. 253). I thought the first 
condition humiliating, and the second unreasonable ; but, before deciding, 
I resolved to ask the opinion of Mr. Lush, and upon his opinion, as set 
out in the report^ I acted. 

" It is not for me to offer a remark as to the propriety of the re-publica- 
tion of the judgment of the Benchers, buinl submit it would have been 
only fiur to have at the same time made an extract of that part of my pub- 
lished protest which refers to Parker's case. 

^ I mi^ht urge other grounds for suspending, for the present^ any decision 
of the Circuit, but I have shown what appears to me to be sumdent to 
prove that I made no unreasonable re(]^ue8t when I asked a postponement 
of the reception of the report till the evidence was before the Circuit. 

^' I am told that the language of my letter to you on Saturday last has 
been censured as too severe for the occasion ; but, after all I have endured, 
my expressions should not be weighed in the nice scales of critical 
exactness. 

'^ To adopt a report, or to proceed to hostile action u^n it, without the 
production of the evidence upon which it is based, especially after so strong 
an appeal from, the person who may be affected thereby in his character 
and honour, would be to pursue an unprecedented course ; and the more so 
when a member of the Committee has refused to affix his name, because he 
considers that appeal both just and reasonable. 

'' I have only to add, in conclusion, that when the Committee state, at 
the end of the report, that my explanations were ' not satis&ctory,' it 
should be remembered that thet are not tet complete. 

^' Finally, I once more ask the Circuit, not merely out of consideration 
for me, but from regard to their own character for justice, not to take any 
i action upon this report till the whole of the evidence is b^ore them. 

F ** I am, Sir, your &ithful servant, 

*' William Diobt Seymour. 

I « York, March 11th, 1862." 
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f ini» ^pausing in their efforts to crush Mr. Seymour, a 

^ jmade, at the following ** Grand Court/' to expunge 

ijfliti .. .-j^om the Bar Mess List. 

mAm .-Two eminent members of the Circuit urged an adjournment. 

udty '• *^ I* ^as, however, in vain. Mr. Bliss pressed and carried his motion ; 
but more than thirty of the Bar present declined to vote at all. 

^i^ Still the spirit of persecution was not satisfied. Another piece 

^i of miserable spite was yet to be exhibited. 

At Liverpool, it has been for some years customary to print on 
a large sheet the names of the counsel attending the assizes, with 
their lodgings, and to affix this at the entrance to the Courts, 
and other conspicuous places. In itself, it is simply an advertise- 
ment of the members of the Bar holding themselves ready for 
busmess. 

On the first and second day of the last assizes at Liverpool 
the usual list appeared, with its usual heading, thus : — " List of 
Counsel and their lodgings.'' In that list appeared the name 
" Seymour, Digby, Q.C., 27, Clarence Street'' On the third day 
of the assizes, there were the old indications of mischief on foot •. 
the heads of learned Q.C.'s in close consultation, the same 
mysterious looks, &a, &c. Next day revealed the new weapon 
that was, if possible, to drive Mr. Seymour, finally, from his 
Circuit. The list was called in, and new lists appeared with 
a fresh heading, thus : 

'^ List of Counsel, Members of the Bar Mess of the Northern 

Circuit, and their Lodgings." 
In the new list " Seymour, Digby, Q.C., 27, Clarence Street," 

NOWHERE APPEARED ! 

Such is a faithful narrative of the proceedings of the Northern 
Circuit Committee. 

As to his exclusion from the Mess, Mr. Seymour is not without 
his sources of consolation* He is not the only man of standing 
at the Bar, or even on his own Circuit, who by a capricious 
whim, or a spirit of petty tyranny, has been excluded from the 
Mess There have been, too, some remarkable instances of 
professional eminence attained, notwithstanding a similar in- 
dignity. Two among the most eminent of modern lawyers 
shared the same fate. Yet one lived to sit on the woolsack^ and 

the other to fill the office of Attorney-GeneraJL 
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VITTBB. 

Let the Circuit Oommittee take cara They \ p t r wrote 
lufst a point too &x. Able to cheeky they may lotted himself 

Powerful enough to damage, tibey may not have 

destroy. A victory is barbarous ^i|uch thirsts for a victim -, 
misht is inhuman when it breaks npon a martyr. There were^ 
Z in EnglsBd once of whom it hsrbeen writrn- 

** They lived unlmowny 
Till peraecuticm drove them into fiime !" 
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